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MEMORANDUM. 


> THE grand queftion to be tried is-_—— 

66 Whether a system filled with obligation and re- 
>> /ponfibility, of MEN to WOMEN, and of WOMEN 
ἐς to MEN, even unto death itfelf, and this efta- 
>> blifhed by INFINITE WISDOM, is not better 
*> calculated to prevent the ruzz of the female fex, 
> with all its horrid confequences, both to the 
ἐς public and individuals, than a 518201 of 2%- 
>> man contrivance, where neither obligation nor 
. refponfibility are to be found, either of MEN to 
> WOMEN, עס‎ Of WOMEN to MEN, in inftances of 
>> the moft zmportant concern to BOTH, but more 
© efpecially to the weaker fex ?” 
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Pe XVil. 1. 6. dele that.‏ וק 
p. 33. 1.7. for conferration, read confarreation.‏ --- 


VOL. 
Page 7. 1. 3. of the fecond n. for coiri read coire. 
72. 1. 19. after any, add, where.Gon’s law hath not made it fe, 
97. .םת‎ 1. 3. for alterations read לי‎ 
τ67. 1. 7. .ת‎ for be read he. 
210. [. 12. 2+ for Cramneér read אתל‎ 
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Of Divorces. 


YTILL on this fubject, as on all the 
reft, we muft keep the holy /criptures 
alone in our view; as the will of Gop, 
touching this, and all things elfe, is only 
to be known from the revelation which 
He hath been pleafed to make of it in 
His worp. 

The firft marriage we read of, was be- 
tween our firft parents Adam and Eve, and 
on that occafion, we find the will of THE 
Most 111611, with refpect to the zndiffolu- 
bility of the marriage, declared by the 
mouth of Adam, Gen. ii. 23, 24.—This 
1s now bone of my bones, and flelh of m 
flelh; fhe hak be Tat Woe 6 7 
She was taken out of Man. Therefore (or, 
for this caufe) (αἱ a man leave his father 
and mother, and fhall עלב תס‎ unto bis 

Vor. II. B wife, 


Lane ps} | | 
wife, and they fhall be one fief. "Thefe 
are not to be looked upon merely as the 
words of Adam, but of Him that made 
them male and female, declared by dam. 
See Matt. xix. 4, 5; where Curistr 
quotes this primary law of marriage, and 
abfolute prohibition of divorce, thus— 
fave ye not red, that he which made them 
at the beginning made them male and female, 
and faid, For this cauf? fhall a man leave fa- 
ther and mother, and cleave unto his wife, 
and they twain fhall be one flefb. Comp. 
1 Cor. vi. 15, 16. The conclufion which 
CuristT draws from this inftitution is as 
> follows—Wherefore they are no more twain, 
but one fielh: what therefore, Goo hath 
joined together, let not man put afunder. By 
this it appears, that when once a man and 
woman have become one 0/2, they, by 
this aé?, though two diftin€@t and inde- 
pendent perfons before, are 10 indiflolu- 
bly ome, in confideration of the divine law, 
that neither the parties -themfelves, nor 
any other perfon, or power upon earth, 
can put them afunder. It is not by the 
ordinance of man that they are joined to- 
gether, but by the ordinance of Gop; 
therefore οὐκ Saviour faith, What Gon 
hath joined together (by pronouncing them 
one fiefo) let not man put afunder.—But 
was this rule to be underftood in fo abfo- 
lute a fenfe as to admit of no relaxation or 
exception whatfoeyer ?=-No : We read of 
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one, which was allowed to be a diffolution 
of the marriage-bond, and that was—the 
woman’s uniting herfelf to another man than 
her 20/2000 ; this is the true {criptural 
idea of נאף‎ adultery. The moment this 
happened, the hufband was totally releafed 
from all * obligation to her, or union with 
her; and, as appears alfo from the mind 
of Gop, afterwards declared in the far- 
ther promulgation, and more explicit re- 
velation of His law, might not only 6 

ber 


* Dr. Ayliffe, as cited in Burn’s Eeclef. Law, Tit. 
Marriage, fays—that ‘* a divorce ὦ vinculo matri- 
>> monit cannot be for adultery, for that the offence 8 
>> after a juft and lawful marriage;” and cites 
1. Inft. 88. 

This was the do&trine of Father Soto at the coun- 
cil of Trent, adopted by that Synod, and decreed, 
with an anathema, againft all who fhould fay that the 
church had erred in fo determining. 

This doctrine of the ** contract not being diflolved 
>> by the adultery of the wife, fo as that the hufband 
*> might marry ,תובג‎ was vehemently oppofed by 
the Lutherans, who did maintain, that ““ adultery 
% was a caufe of divorce a@ winculo matrimonii.” 
However, this kingdom has adopted the doétrine of 
the papiffs—wherefore the Eeclefiaflical Courts can go 
no farther than a divorce 6 menfa et toro, in cafes of 
adultery ; nor can the injured hufband get rid of the 
adultere/s, 10 as to marry again, without a fpecial 4@ 
of Parliament, which now takes place of the Pope’s 
difpenfation for that purpofe ;—a mode of remedy this, 
inftituted of man, not of Gon—profitable to thofe 
who are to receive their fees—expenfive to thofe 
who are to pay them ;—fo expenfive, as to be totally 
out. of the reach of the generality, who are, by 
thefe means, deprived of that relief which they are 
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ber away, but, if he chofe to bring her 
to a public trial, have ser, and-the man 
who defiled her, put to death. This, as 
appears from the whole tenor of the law as 
delivered 


ipfo faéio entitled to by nature, reafon, and feripture. 
-—Compare Matt. v. 31, 32. with Jer. iii. 8. and con- 
fider well M7 3—to cut off; and dwoavesv—to ( loofe, 

לס 
Thefe words are of much ftronger import than‏ 
apinur—to fend away, or difmifs from cohabitation—‏ 
which we are to underftand to be the meaning of St.‏ 
Paul, 1 Cor. vii. 11. γυναῖκα μη eoesver—and ver.12.‏ 
this certainly an{wers to the idea of‏ ; עמ[ μὴ &ort]@‏ 
adifmiffion from cohabitation, or a divorce a menfa & tore‏ 
—but AND WO—Abellum 201611 or bill of cutting‏ 
off, muft be meant of the bend itfelf, and fois it al-‏ 
ways to be underftood in the Hebrew fcripture. This‏ 
was in the hufband’s own power, without the interfe-‏ 
rence of any, unlefs of the wzine/fes before whom perhaps‏ 
it might be figned, though certainly /awful in Gon’s‏ 
fizht, in no cafe, where the marriage itfelf had been‏ 
juft and lawful—wapex]@ aorys πορνείας, as the infalli-‏ 
ble interpreter of the 0/0/76 law {peaks, Matt. v.‏ 
32.—except for the caufe of fornication :—there the idea‏ 
dy ἐπολύση‏ 0% --שט\270 of divorce is exprefied by‏ 
τὴν γυναῖκα αὐτὰ, &c. Now ἐπολυω fignifies to‏ 
loofe—fet loofe—or releafe as from a bond, and fo to‏ 
divorce a wife by Joofing the bond of marriage, which,‏ 
that it might be done om account of fornication before,‏ 
or adultery afterwards, is furely as clear as the fun;‏ 
for faying that a thing may not be done, except for‏ 
one reafon only, is faying that for that rea/on it may be‏ 
done, or language mutt lofe its meaning. The fa-‏ 
thers at 7700] were hard put to it to make a decree‏ 
upon the fubject, for they had the {cripture, the opi-‏ 
nions of St. Ambrofe, many of the Gree& fathers, and‏ 
the practice of the ea/fern church, againft them; fo‏ 
they /plitted the hair—not by condemning thofe who‏ 
fay that ** matrimony may be diffolved by adultery, and‏ 
“ὁ another‏ | 
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delivered by Gop to Mo/és, and by him 667 
livered and explained to the people, was 
the only legal caufe of divorce, where the 
marriage was at firft juft and lawful. This 


certain! y 


*> another contracted” —which Ambrofe, &c. main- 
tained ;—but, by condemning thofe who fay ** 6 
>> church may err in teaching otherwife.”’ The truth 
of the matter was, that by declaring adultery to be no 
caufe of divorce a vinculo matrimonii, they referyed 
the lucrative bufinefs of di/penfation in the hands of 
the Pope; who, arrogating to himfelf a power of 
trampling on all the laws of heaven and earth, 
readily enough granted divorces, with or without 
caufe, to fuch as were able to pay for them, either 
in money, or by adding to the power, wealth, and 
territory of the church. | 
In 1548 the Marquis of Northampton was di- 
vorced from his wife, whom he convicted of adui- 
tery; but the divorce being only a menfa & toro, 
the queftion was, whether he could marry another 
wije? And in the beginning of king Edward’s reign 
acommiffion was granted to Cranmer, Archbifbop of 
Cantertury, the 13111005 of Durham, Rochefter, to Dr. 
Ridley, and fix more, to examine and try the queftion ; 
but before it could be determined, the Marguis mar- 
ried folemnly Elizabeth, daughter to Brooke Lord 
Cobham; for this he was put to anfwer before the 
council: He there faid, ** he thought, that, by the 
> word of Gop, he was difcharged of his tie to his 
** former wife ; that the making marriages indiflolu- 
ble, was but a part of the popifh law, by which 
it was reckoned a facrament; and yet the Popes, 
knowing that the world would not eafily come 
under fuch a yoke, had, by the help of the Cano- 
nifis, invented fuch diftinctions, that it was no 
uneafy thing to make a marriage void among 
them : that the condition of this church was very 
hard, if, upon adulteries, the innocent mutt either 
live with the guz/ty, or be expofed to temptations 
. 3 3 το τὸ 
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certainly was, as well where the woman’s 
act of incontinency was committed before 
marriage, and found out afterwards, as 
where it was committed afterwards. 

The word πορνεία, which the Evange- 
lift makes ufe of Matt. v. 32. and not 
wore, Which more particularly anfwers to 
the Hebrew }xI—cdultery, has occafioned 
fome to think, that it relates to an act done 
by the woman Jéefore marriage, but found 
out afterwards, for which he might put 
her away, and not only that, but might have 
her /toned to death, if he chofe to make her 
a public example, as appears Deut. xxil. 21. 
However this fuppofition may be true, yet 
it cannot be the whole truth, for the word 


*> to the like fins, if a feparation only was allowed, 
*> but the bond of the marriage continued undif- 
*> folved.” 

However, as things had proceeded fo far before 
the delegates, it was ordered that he and his new wife 
fhould be parted, till the matter fhould be determined. 
In conclufion, the whole queftion was divided into 
eight queries, which were put to fome learned men 
(who, does not appear) ; who-returned their anfwer 
in fupport of the fecond marriage.—In fine, the whole 
was determined in favour of the A@arquis, and he 
allowed to cohabit with his fecond wife.—See this 
whole matterin Burnet’s Hif?. Ref. fecond part. p. 56, 
57, 58. and Co//. to Part 2. 2. 1. N° 20. 
| Burnet, Art. Ch. of Eng. p. 289, 3d edit. ob- 
ferves, that—‘* the notion of a feparation for adul- 
ἐς tery, and yet the bond of marriage continuing, 
‘© was never known till the Canoni/fs brought it in ; 
> but the indiffolublenefs of the marriage, even for 
>> adultery, was never fettled in any council till that 
8° of Trent.” 
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muft equally relate 10 תג‎ act done after 
marriage or e/poufals, as appears from ‘fo- 
Jepé’s intention with regard to his e/poufed 
wife Mary*.—He being a juft-and holy 
man, and therefore not willing to marry + 
a woman whom he thought to be an aduf- 
terefs, yet unwilling to expofe her to pub-- 
lic fhame, or to make her a public example, 
was minded to put ber away privity. Matt. 
1. 19. I take 700, which we render 
Jornication, to be like the word dxalapoin— 
uncleanne/s, a general term inclufive of 
all illicit commerce between the fexes, of 
which adultery is a {pecies ; therefore ufed 
by our Lorp to include every {pecies of 
criminality in the wife, which is men- 
tioned in the Old Teftament : as—Firfti— 
her having had commerce with another 
man before any betrothment, efpoufals, 
or marriage with her prefent hufband. See 
Deut. xxil. 13-21. Secondly—after be- 
ing betrothed, ver. 23, 24. ‘Thirdly—after 
marriage, ver. 22. 1102/66 has evidently this 


* Under the law of Mofes, a virgin betrothed was 
reckoned the wife of him to whom fhe was e/pou/ed, 
and was to be /toned to death if fhe wilfully lay with 
another man, Deut. xxii. 23, 24. 

+ The text [Ἄγ5-σριν ἡ cuverSew du]us—before they 
came together fhe was found with child, &c. Ξυνολϑεῖν 
is—to have matrimonial commerce—congredi—coiri — 
which confummates marriage, and makes the partics 
one 00/0. Matt. i. 18. 1 Cor. vii. 5. See Parkh, Gr. 
ὃς Eng. Lex. and Leigh’s Crit, Sacr. fub. voc. 
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fenfe, 1 Cor. ve 1. As CuristT moft pro- 
bably {pake in Hebrew, it is to be fup- 
pofed, by the Evangeli/t’s delivering to us 
‘the word πορνεία, that CurisT 6 
Himfelf by the word 733, which fignities 
whoredom in general. 

When we fpeak of divorce, we mutt 
always pre-fuppofe a lawful marriage, I 
mean fuch a one as is lawful according to 
the law of Gop. Thofe which were for- 
bidden of Gop in thofe pofitive laws, 
Déut. vil. 2. with refpect to connections 
with the 2607768, as well as thofe which 
we find prohibited Lev. xviii. by reafon 
of confanguinity and affinity, were not only 
voidable, but vord * in themfelves, after 


they were forbidden by thofe pofitive laws. 


* ‘The laws againft marriages with heathen women, 
muft not be underftood to affect the validity of mar- 
riages with fuch as were profelyted to the worfhip of 
the true Gop, from the worfhip of ido/s. Such wo- 
men, being out of the mi/chief which thofe laws were 
enacted to provide againft—that of corrupting and 
turning their hufbands from Gop to idols (fee Deut. 
vii. 4.)—were certainly out of the intention of it, and 
were indeed as much members of the church of Gop, 
as the Fewi/o women themfelves were. Such were 
Rahab—Ruth, and others mentioned in fcripture as 
married to men in the holy line. See Pf. xlv. 10, 11- 
Of this number we mutt alfo reckon Solomon's wife 
Naamah, the Ammonite/s, (the mother of Reheboam) 
whom Solomon married a year before he came to the 
throne of J/rae/, when his heart was filled with zeal 
for Gon’s law—the negle& of which, in his more 
advanced years, plunged him into grofs idolatry. 6 
1 Kings xi. 1, 2 3- 

But 
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But amongft all thofe laws, there is not 
the leaft trace of forbidding marriage, or 
enjoining divorce, on account of any pre- 
engagement whatfoever on the man’s fide. 
Wherefore all our divorces on that account, 
which we derive from human invention 
and church-power, are without Gop’s au- 
thority, therefore unlawful in His fight, 
as putting afunder thofe who ought not to 
be feparated. Had the law of Gop for- 
bidden a man to have more than one wife at 
a time, all but the “γι muft have been put 
away, and that by the fentence of the ma- 
giftrate, for the fame reafon that the Yews, 
in Ezra’s time, were commanded to put 
away the idolatrous women whom they had 
married; becaufe it would have been con- 
trary to Gop’s pofitive law* to have 
kept them—fee before vol. 1. p. 136. . So 
‘fohn the Baptift told Herod, who had mar- 
ried his brother Philip’s wife—‘* It is not 
** lawful for thee to have her.” Matt. xiv. 4. 
ἔχειν auTyy—to retain her. He was doubt- 
lefs bound to put her away, fince Gop 
himfelf had, as it were, forbidden the banns 
(Lev. xviii. 16.) even fuppofing the bro- 
ther had been dead; for he had a daugh- 


ter by Herodias living, named Salome, who 


* The law againft marrying with Heathens, 
though pofitively enacted, Deut. vii. 3. yet fubfifted 
before, as may appear from what Jacos’s fons faid, 
Gen. xxxiv. 14. to Shechem and Hamer on the fub- 
ject of Dinah. 


would 
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would have been heirefs to Philip. Numb. 
.אא‎ 7, 8. See Fofephus, Ant. Lib. 
xvill. 6, 4. Doddridge, vol. i. 166. note a. 
But as Philip was then living, Herod 
alfo finned againft the /eventh command- 
ment, in faking her at firft; and therefore 
it was unlawful for him to have her at 
all. Soin the cafe of Abimelech who had 
taken Sarai the wife of Abram, he is com- 
manded to put her away, and reflore her to 
her bufband, on pain of death. Gen. xx. 
7. In all cafes where the taking was for- 
bidden, as well in Aeathen and idolatrous, 
as in iceffuous connections, the  retain- 
ing feems to be unlawful, as a conftant 
repetition, and continuation of the for- 
bidden 86%: but where the taking is no 
where forbidden, there is no a//owed caufe 
of divorce, or putting away, except for the 
caufe of fornication, or the woman’s having 
fuffered herfelf to be defiled by another 
man, either defore or after their coming 
together. 

If we take the words of the primary 
inftitution merely by themfelves, and judge 
of them by their found (as the Papifts 
do—Hoc eft corpus meum—in fupport of the 
ridiculous lye of tranfubftantiation) they 
may be faid to intimate that a man fhall 
have but 026 wife, not only at once, but, 
as fome have contended, as long as he 
lives; and thus fecond marriages are for- 
bidden: but if we confider them as -א6‎ 
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εκ 
plained by Gop himfelf in the fubfequent 
parts of the fcripture, they appear to mean 
that a man fhall cleave to any and every 
woman that he marries, and not put her 
away except for fornication. 1 conclude 
this to be the import of ‘the law, becaufe, 
if it was meant to forbid polygamy, and to 
enjoin the divorce of a fecond woman taken, 
living a firft, we fhould fomewhere have 
met with an explicit determination of the 
matter; but fuch athing, or even an hint 
or trace of it, is not to be found. So far 
from it, Gop, in that declarative law, 
Deut. xxi. 15. abfolutely ratifies the /econd 
marriage as much as the ,יק‎ not only by 
declaring the 11106 of the /econd equally in- 
heritable, but even to take place of the 
other as to the right of the firff-dorn, if 
born firft. ‘This could not be, if taking 
the fecozd was a forbidden at; fuch 8 
taking, being prohibited, would have been 
null and vord, as in other inftances, and 
the man would have been commanded to 
have put away the /econd wife and her chil- 
dren, as was done in the cafe of other for- 
bidden contra¢ts. See Ezra, x. 3. The 
direct contrary appears, for on the footing 
of that law, the man could no more divorce 
the /econd than he could the firft ; Gop calls 
them both m’w3—which word, though, 
when it ftands by itfelf, it denotes the fe- 
male fex in general, like the French Femmes, 


yet 
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yet in the connection it ftands here, like the 
word Femmes alfo, denotes women in a mar- 
riage relation, ot wives as we tranflate it. 
Gop likewife determines the iffue of both 
to be equally legitimate, by making them 
equally inheritable. ‘This law was fubfe- 
quent to the Adamic law, could not con- 
tradict it, therefore muft be looked upon 
35 entirely confonant with its whole in- 
tention ; for Gop cannot contradict him- 
felf. That Gop made general laws fub- 
ject to certain exceptions, on particular 
occafions, and for particular purpofes, is 
very plain; we have an inftance of this, 
Deut. xxv. 5. where a drother was to mar- 
ty his 2/0100 2 widow, though againit the 
general law, Lev. xviii. 16; but this parti- 
cular cafe was excepted out of that gexera/ 
Jaw, for a particular purpofe, which appears 
in the law itfelf (fee before vol. i. p. 261.) 
but where this was not the cafe, there the 
general law was to be obferved. The per- 
miffions of divorce which refpected the 
bond-maids, Exod. xxi. 11. the captive- 
women, Deut. xxi. 14. feem alfo excep- 
tions to the general law; but thefe are 
things peculiar to the fews at that time, 
and cannot concern us. Therefore, as we 
live under the general law againit divorce, 
delivered Gen, 11. 24. which equally binds 
“all mankind, it.is moft affuredly as unlaw- 
ful to abandon one wife.as another, except 
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for the caufe of fornication. All divorces of 
Auman invention, fall as much under the 
interdict of Gonp’s law mow, as in the 
days of Curist’s difpute with the Péa- 
rifees ; wherefore a divorce, which. de- 
clares the nullity of a po/ygamous marriage, 
is not only without all foundation from 
Gop’s word, but is an arraignment of the 
wifdom and holinefs of Gop, as well in 
‘permitting, as in ratifying, blefling, and 
owning fuch contra¢ts to be valid in all 
refpects. That He did all this is manifeft, 
as hath at large been proved, nor is there 
a fingle inftance to the contrary through- 

out the whole bible. 

This matter is not a mere fpeculative 
point, but of the moft important concern; 
for if women, taken by men already mar- 
ried, were not /awful wives in Gop’s 
fight, then commerce with them was zllicit, 
and the iffue muft be s/egitimate, and, if 
fo, uninheritable.—Whither will this car- 
ry us? Farther, I dare fay, than the moft 
_ zealous anti-polygamifis mean it fhould, 
even to the baftardizing the ₪ 
Himfelf. Unlefs an “after-taken wife be 
2 lawful wife to the man who takes her, 
notwithftanding his former wife be living, 
whether we take our Lorp’s genealogy on 
His fuppofed father’s fide with St. Mat- 
thew, or on His mother Mary’s fide with 
St. Luke, Solomon the ancettor of Fofeph, 


and 
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and Nathan the anceftor of Mary, through 
whom our Lorp’s line * runs. back to 
David, being the children 0 76 
(whom when David married he had alfo 
other wives by whom he had. children) 
muft fail in their /egitimacy, confequently 
all that could be claimed from the com- 
mon anceftor David mutt be defeated ; 
for if there be a failure dere, nothing can 
| fet it right even to the late? poflerity. We 
muift therefore either allow that polygamous 
marriages were valid and lawful. in the 
fight of Gop, or deny Curist to be the 
fon of David; for in the language of {crip- 


ture, a 20/2070, or one corruptly born, is 


* David being, by Gop’s own appointment, feat- 
ed on the throne of J/rae/, which was fettled on him 
and on his feed—became the common anceftor in whom 
the whole royal family might be faid to center, and 
from whom the fucceeding kings muft make out a 
legal title—this is probably the reafon why (Aéts ii. 
20.) he is ftyled the Patriarch David. 

It is true that ten of the tribes were rent out of the 
hands of Solomon, 1 Kings xi. 31. but the kingdom of 
Fudah 111 remained, which was inherited by a re- 
gular fucceffion of David's lineal and lawful de- 
{cendents, till it centered-in the perfon of the Adan 
Jesus, as to the hereditary right, though the po/- 
feffion of it had been long interrupted, and, according 
to that antient prophecy of ‘facob (Gen. xlix. 10.) 
the /ceptre and /awgiver were departed from Fudah, 
when Shiloh came to fet up a kingdom not of this 
world. Comp. If. ix. 6, 7. Dan. ii, 44. with John 
111, 26. | 
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not 0% So the 0000/1100. xii. 18. 
Then are ye baftards and not fons—vobo: καὶ 
אש‎ viole—Nor. could he 6 62601917 king 
of Ifrael. To inake out .His title to this, 
all his anceftors up to David mutt. be 
proved to be David's lawful and imbheritable 
iffue, for that is one meaning of 2006 feed 
of David according to the flefb. Rom. i. 3; 
as we fhould fay, in modern 130 20306--- 60" 
of bis body lawfully begotten. ‘This. could 
not be on any other footing than a poly- 
gamous marriage being as lawful as any 
other in the fight and judgment of the 
MOST HIGH; otherwife Solomon was. νόθος 
καὶ 8% vioc—a bafiard and not a fon—through 
whom muft be derived the heirfhip to 


* .ן‎ 6. Not in a proper, /egal, or inheritable fenfe. 
—In common acceptation the word בן‎ may denote a 
boy or male child, of which an harlct may be delivered, 
(fee Judges xi. 1. and 1 Kings iii. 20, &c.) as the 
word /onmay among us—ftill this word is feldom ufed 
by us without fome note of diftinétion, where a 
baflard is fpoken of —fuch as natural or bafe-born fon; 
fo a female bafiard is feldom called daughter—but na- 
tural or bafe-born daughter. The Hebrew word for 
one corruptly or fpurioufly born is .ממזר‎ The Greek 
γοθος, a bafiard, is oppofed to vies, a fon. "The He- 
brew בן‎ is ufed alfo for the male offspring of a brute, 
(fee Zech. ix. g- MINX Ya—to which the ὑμὸν 
ὑὕποζυγις, Matt. xxi. 5. anfwers)—it therefore feems 
to denote, in a general fenfe, male offspring of any 
kind; but in the true, legal, and proper fenfe of it, 
when applied to the male offspring of mankind, fre- 
quently to denote /awful iffue, in oppofition to that 
which is corrupt or /purious. 
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David on Curist’s /uppofed father’s fide. 
So likewife was Nathan a baftard and not a 
fon, through whom Curis‘t’s heirfhip to 
the throne of J/rae/ mutt be derived on the 
fide of His mother the Virgin Mary. It is 
fufficient to prove one link in the chain of 
Curisv’s genealogy from David faulty, to 
defeat all His title to the appellation of Son 
of David— King of Ifrael. Wemight go far- 
ther, and fay that Rehoboam, the imme- 
diate defcendent from Solomon, was alfo a 
polygamift. He took 1200/00, then Abr- 
bail, then Maachah the daughter of é- 
falom (whom, it is faid, δὲ loved above all 
bis other wives) by whom he had Adbyah, 
his ‘fucceffor in the throne of 1/7200 and 
who ftands on record as a /awfu/ defcen- 
dent of David. Matt. i. 7. See 2 Chr. xi. 

18, 21, 4 | 
We might alfo reckon the good hing 
Fofiah among the polygamous kings of Fu- 
dah; we read of two of his wives, 2 Kings 
xxiii. 31, 36. the name of one was Hamuta/, 
the daughter of ‘feremiah of Libnab, by 
whomhehad ¥ehoahaz; and the name of the 
other was 2620000, the daughter of Pe- 
daiab of Rumah, by whom he had Ὑε- 
boiakim, the father of ‘feconiah, who is 
found, Matf. i. 11, 12, in the line of 
Curist’s anceftors from David. For the 
character of “fofiah, fee 2 Kings xxiii. 25. 
Like unto him there was no king before bim, 
3 that 
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that turned to the Lord with all bis heart, and 
with all his foul, and with all bis might, ac- 
cording to all the law of Mofes, Sc. 

Now, to go no farther, if a polygamous 
marriage was unlawful, and of courfe zul/ 
and void before Gop, then was not CuRIstT 
legally defcended of the houfe and sneage 
of David, but from a fpurious iffue, not 
only in the inftances abovementioned, but 
alfo in others which might be mentioned. 
So that when CurisT 18 fuppofed to con- 
demn polygamy as adultery, contrary to the 
inftitution of marriage, and to the /eventh 
commandment, He muft at the fame time 
be fuppofed to defeat* his own title to 
the character of the Messtau, concern~ 
ing whom Gop had fworn to David, that: 
of the fruit of bis loins, according to the flefb, 
He would raife up CurRisT to fit on his 
throne. See Adts 11. 30. with Pf. cxxxii. 
11. The fruit of bis loins in this place, 
and the feed which fhall proceed out of thy 


* Filius qui petit hareditatem tanquam filius, de- 
᾿ bet probare filiationem. ‘* A fon who feeks an inhe- 
>> ritance, or eftate by fucceffion, as a fon, ought to 
** prove fonfoip.”” ‘This maxim of the civil law was 
alfo among the Fews; they excluded, on the autho- 
rity of Deut. xxiii. 2. from all the privileges of the 
Fewifh common-wealth, both civil and religious, 
not only all illegitimate iffue, but even that whofe 
legitimacy was any ways doubtful. See Univ. Hift. 
vol. iii, p. 117. note L. Comp. Judg. .וא‎ 1, 2. 
Alfo Ezra ii.62. Neh. vii. 64. 
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bowels, 2 Sam. ".גנט‎ 12. are exprefled, 
1 Chron. xxii. 9. by—Behold a Son fhall 
be born unto thee—which, though primarily 
{poken of Solomon, ultimately points to 
CHRIST, as 2. Sam. vil. 14. with Heb. 1. 5. 
demonttrably fhew. ‘Therefore CurisT is 
emphatically ftyled THE Son or Davin. 
How would all this ftand by our law? 
Decius, a nobleman of large eftate, hav- 
ing this, as well as his honours, limited 
to him aud the heirs of δῇ body, marries: 
Decia, by whom he has no 1006 ; then, 
living Decza, he marries Portia, by whom 
he has a fon. Decius dies. This fon can- 
not inherit the eftate and honours of De- 
cius, as heir of his body, nor can this be 
done by any of the defcendents of that 
fon to the lateft pofterity. The reafon of 
which is, that we deem a polygamous mar-- 
riage no marriage at all, but null and void. 
to all intents and purpofes whatfoever; 
but not fo the Jew ef Gop: which is 0 
ond beff, mutt be left to the confideration 
of the judicious reader. | 
There 15 a remarkable circumftance in 
David's hiftory, which I cannot help ob- 
ferving on this occafion, which is, that 
the adulterous offspring of David by 
Bath/beba, the wife of Uriah, begotten by 
David during the life-time of Uriah, is 
mentioned 2700/06 times in eight follow- 
ing verfes, 2 Sam. 41. 15, &c. and is 
9 hot 
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hot once called jn—a jon, but "yn—she 
man-child. ‘The prophet Nathan indeed 
fays, ver. 206---הבן חילור לך--.14‎ jon which 
is born unto thee—which earries with ita 
fharp reproof of David, who; before 6 
came to a fight and fenfe of his fin, might 
have called it fo himfelf; but after he was 
awakened toa due. fenfe of his iniquity, 
not all the torments which he endured 
while the child was /ck, nor the news of 
its death, ever induced him to call it בני‎ 
** my fon,” but sbn—rhe man-child. Uow 
differently did he exprefs himfelf on the 
news of the death of Adb/alm, 2 Sam. 
ΧΙ. 33. and 2 Sam. xix. 4. where eight 
times in ¢wo verfes he repeats—O Adb/alom, 
my fon! my fon! ὅτε. 1] venture to -קט]‎ 
pofe that, if David had been afked the 
caufe of this diftinction, we fhould have 
reafon to think he faw a moft important 
difference, between a child begotten in 
adultery, and a fon begotten and born under 

polygamy. baie 
I think the prophet Nathan ufed.the 
word fon in an wmproper fenfe, as above- 
mentioned, and for the reafon there giv- 
en; becaufe the chi/d, being begotten in 
adultery, was a baftard, not a fon, in the 
legal fenfe of the word. j3—a fon, is from 
the root Γ which fignifies to. dui/d, as an 
houfe, a city, &c. therefore 6--בן‎ fon, is fo 
called, in the true legal and proper fenfe 
2 of 
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of ג‎ becaufe he builds up or continues his 
Father's houfe or family. The child there- 
fore of David's adulterous intereourfe with 
Bathfbeba, was not properly a fon. And 
the Holy Spirit, ver. 15, when He returns 
to the narrative of Gop’s dealings with 
David for his iniquity, faith, dnd Jeno- 
vAH ftruck, (not 26/---הבן‎ fon, but) --חילר‎ 
the man-child, (fee Exod. 1. 17, 18.) which 
Uriah's wife bare unto David: and we do 
not find this unhappy offspring ever men- 
tioned afterwards, either by David or his 
fervanis, by any other name. We ufe the 
word fon much in the fame fenfe with the 
Hebrew ,בן‎ to. denote lawful ifue, If a 
man makes a will, and leaves his eftate 
and effects to δὲς fon or fons, no baftard 
could take under this defcription, the 
word oz only denoting /awful iffue. Hence 
= no baffard can have any anceftors to whom 
he can inherit or be an heir—but, as faith 
the apofile, Gal. iv..7. lf a fon then an beir, 
which explains what he means (Rom. 
vill. 17.) by faying—Jf children then heirs, 
&c.; for it is as true in the fcriptures as in 
our law—** guz ex damnato cottu nafcuntur, 
‘< inter 1120705 non computantur’—** thofe 
>> who are born from illicit commerce are 
‘* not reckoned amongft children.” It 
follows, therefore, that our Lorp’s an- 
ceftors, Solomon, Nathan, Abyah, &c. in 
the direct ‘line from David, mutt all be 
deemed 
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deemed of Gop the iffue of dawful mar- 
riage, otherwife He is not the Son of Da- 
vid—the King of Ifrael. ‘The lawfulneis 
of polygamy mutt of courfe be eftablithed, 
or the whole of Chrifianity mutt fall to the 
ground, and Curist not be He that was 
fo come, but we mujft look for another. Matt. 
Xi. 2. 
ae divorces, caufé precontraétiis, or 
becaufe of an antecedent contract on the 
man’s fide, are without the 0/0/26 autho- 
rity, and ftand wholly on the inventions 
of men upon the fubject of polygamy; thefe 
originate from the received notion that 
though polygamy was ‘‘allowed under the 
>> Old Teftament, itis forbidden under 
56 the daw of the New Teffament ;’—where- 
fore all polygamous contracts are null* and 
void 


* I do not find that the ecclefaftical courts have 
gone any farther in fucha cafe, than merely pro- 
nouncing a polygamous contract null and void, ab 
initio—I cannot meet with any inftance of their pu- 
nifhing a man as an aduéterer or fornicator. 

Thefe courts are called /piritual, becaufe they take 
cognizance of offences of a fpiritual and religious 
kind, and they profefs to judge by the daw of (100 --- 
but where is there to be found, in all the Jew ὁ 
Gop, either a precept or example to juftify this fort 
of divorces, caufa precontraétis ? ‘The truth is— 
they make word the law of Gon through their traditions ; 
and a man who is divercedon fuch an account may 
very juftly, with a little variation, apply to the judge 
who pronounces the fentence of divorce, what was 
faid by Paul to the high-prieff ANANTAs on another 
[5 6 3 occakon, 
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vold in themfelves, and the parties enter- 
ing into them are to be divorced. But as 
there is xo Jaw in the New Teftament 
which is not in the Old Teftament, the 
latter muft for ever remain as the invari- 
able rule of right; wherefore all divorces 
whatfoever, which have not their grounds 
and reafons in the 0/0/06 Jaw which was 
delivered by Mo ofes, are encroachments on 
the divine prerogative, and amount to the 
fin of—putting afunder thofe whom Gop 
hath joined together. 

Polygamy on the man’s fide (for that 1s 
the fenfe in which I would be underftood 
to ufe the word throughout this whole 
book) is no caufe of divorce, either with 
regard to the former or to the after-taken 
woman ; had it been fo, we furely fhould 
have found fome inftance of it in the 
Hiftory of the Church, from Adam to the 
time of the prophet Malachi, that is to 
‘fay, in the {pace of about 4000 years. 
Nor is it to be imagined, that Gap fhould 
fuffer His own chofen people to have con- 


occafion, Acts xxiii. 3. Sitte/? thou to judge me after 
the law, and commandefi me tq be DIVORCED contrary 
to the law? The right of the ecclefiaftical powers to 
divorce the man, and the right of the ciwil powers to 
hang him, are equally without all foundation in the 
divine mind and will, as revealed in the fcriptures, 
and are built on that πρωῆον ψευδος of the council of 
Trent, concerning the ** unlawfulnefs of polygamy to 
ἐς Chrifians.”’ , 
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tinued in the open and avowed practice of 
living with more wives than one, if the 
very firft pofitive law, which is evidently 
the foundation of all others upon the fub- 
ject, was intended to forbid or prevent 
fuch a practice; as little is it to be con- 
ceived, that He fhould make laws for the 
regulation of it, if He had forbidden the 
very thing it/felfto be done at all. 

As to the divorces which Mofes permit- 
ted, it was a mere foleration, to avoid 
worfe confequences, if 110165 64 
“fews had been forced to keep their hated 
wives. It was‘no repeal, or even fufpen- 
fion, of Gop’s pofitive law, but only ope- 
rated as an exemption from the cenfure 
and animadverfion of the magiftrate * ; it 
was no 1615 a breach of Gop’s law in thofe 
who did it, than if fuch permiffion had 
never been given; as ouR LorpD evident- 
ly fhews in His difcourfe with the P4a- 
rifees, in his expofition and application of 
the antient aw of Gop, and in the con- 
clufion which He draws from it. So, 
though our ecclefahical courts take upon 
them to pronounce a contra&t 0 and 
void, Which is entered into with a fecond 


* Tt would have been very injurious to have pu- 
nifhed the qwomen who left their hufbands under a ה‎ 
of divorce, even though they went to another man, 
jeeing this was by the hufband’s own a& and deed; 
for—J’olenti non fit injuria. 
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wife, living a firft, yet this does not af- 
fect the matter in the fight of Gop, they 
are not the lefs 2/2006 and wife; for being 
joined together according to His infti- 
tution, and thus being pronouaced by 
Him one flefh—the command is—/et not 
man put them afunder.—All fuch divorces 
are therefore χη] and 0/0, and as ineffec- 
tual to diflolve a marriage in the fight of 
Gop, as Mofes’s bill of divorcement was. 
On the footing of Gon’s law, facob could 
no more have abandoned Rachel, his fecond 
wife, than Leah his frfi*; nor could E/- 
kanab have any more divorced Hannah than 
Peninnahb—nor could King Fehboa/h have 
put away either of thofe wives which ‘Fe- 


20/0060 the high-prieft had taken for him. 


* Abraham's putting away Hagar, is not the leaft 
exception to the rule here laid down, for this was 
done by the IMMEDIATE COMMAND of Heaven, not 
only to deliver Sarah from the infolence of Hagar, 
and Jfaac from the perfecution of her תס‎ 
(comp. Gen. xxi. g. with Gal. iv. 29.) but to hold 
forth, in a prophetical type and figure, what was to 
come to pa/s in the latter days, when the feed of Abra- 
ham, according to the flefo, Thould be rejected for their 
unbelief, and perfecution of the true Jfaac, and the 
fpiritual children of Abraham (fee Gal. iii. 7.) be 
called to inherit the promifes. See this whole matter 
opened and explained—Gal. iv. 22, &c. 

Befides, it may 06 obferved, that here is nothing 
faid of a dill of divorce, the word made ufe of is --נרש‎ 
which fignifies to expel, drive, or thru/? out, or, as we 
fhould phrafe it—turning her out of doors—and is ap- 
plied to J/bmael as well as to Hagar, ver. 10. π 
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Why? becaufe Gop’s primary law was, 

that 4 man fhall cleave to bis wife, and 

they shall be one flefh; or, as it is ex- 

prefled in that explanatory paflage, Deut. 

xxii. 29. She. fhall be bis wife, BECAUSE 

HE HATH HUMBLED HER, δὲ may not 

put her away all bis days. This pofitive 
command of Gop ftands wurepealed, for 

the reafon on which it is apparently found- 

ed mutt be the fame for ever, and bears a 

direct and abfolute teftimony againft all @- 

vorces of human invention, whether by 

-thofe of old who made the law of Gop 
void through their traditions, and taught for 

doétrines the commandments of men, or by 

their fucceffors of more modern date, and 

actually confines them to thofe cafes only 

which are mentioned in the word of Gop. 

It cannot be fhewn from that word, that a 

man’s having ἃ wife, and afterwards (liv- 
ing the firft) marrying another, is a caufe 

of divorce from either, or that fuch mar- 

riage was deemed nu//and 00/0, or forbid- 

den, or even found fault with, much lefs 

condemned, in any one fingle inftance; but 

it is very eafy to {hew the dire& contrary, 

that is to fay, that wherever any man re- 

ceived the perfon of a virgin into his po/~ 

JSefion, he (if {he was not betrothed or ef- 
poufed to another) by that /ngle αδί made 

her δὲς wife, and was abfolutely forbidden 

to put her away all bis days: this, let the 

man's fituation be what it might. Gop 

made 
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made no difference, and thofe who a, not 
only have no authority-but their own, but 
ufe that authority (like the Pharifees of 
old) in direct oppofition 20, and defiance 
of, Gon’s exprefs command. They may 
be faid to make the hearts of thofe fad, = 
whom Gon hath not. made fad, Ezek. xiii. 
22. by making that /zful which Gop hath 
not made fnful, (for where there is no law, 
there is no tranfgrefion) and this by their 
hyes—and to firengthen the bands of the 
wicked, by releafing them from the indif- 
foluble obligations which Gon’s law lays 
them under, and thus facilitating the de- 
figns of /eduétion, lewdnefs, and debauchery, 
which Gon’s law was evidently made to 
prevent. 

_ One fafe rule whereby we may judge of 
the laws delivered by Mo/es, as binding עס‎ 
not on chriflian men, I take to be this— 
namely— the confiderations on which fuch 
faws were given; and the reafons on which 
they are grounded. For inftance—the 
reafon for eftablifhing the ceremonial law, 
was to fet out and fhadow forth good things 
to come—Heb. x. 1.—therefore when thofe 
good things did come, that law had done its 
office, anfwered its end, therefore waxed 
old and vanifhed away. Heb. vill. 12. So 
there were many political inftitutions, 
adapted particularly, {ome to the fituation 
of the ews during their sourneyings through 
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the w/dernefs—others to their fubfequent 
abode in the /and of Canaan—calculated 
for their government with refpect to the 
peculiarity of their fituation, not only 
with regard to themfelves, but to that of 
the nations about them. Thefe being focal, 
and peculiar to their difpenfation, as well 
under the ¢heocracy adminiftered by Mo/s, 
70/20, and the following judges, as under 
the government of their dmgs, are not 
binding on chriffian men, whofe fituation, 
from the very nature of the thing, can 
never be the object of thofe socal, or tem- 
porary flatutes. 

But when we find a τὸ given, which 
is of perpetual and uzzverfal concern, fuch 
as relates to the prefervation of millions 
from deftruction—to the defence of the 
weak againtt the frong, and the fupport of 
Gop’s moral government in the world, in 
one of the greateft of all concerns to fo- 
ciety, the commerce of the fexes, there, as 
the reafons of thofe laws can never ceafe, 
thofe Jaws themfelves muft be of univerfal 
and perpetual obligation. Otherwife it 
would be making /aws which are not com- 
menfurate with the reafans on which they 
are founded, or, in other words, Gop’s 
governing His people for a limited time, 
and then leaying them without any go- 
vernment but their own. 

We admit that Gon’s law ftill con- 

demnsg 
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demns whoredom, fornication, and adultery, 
and hold thofe marriages to ὃς illegal, 
which the law of Mo/es hath made fo, on 
account of affinity and confanguinity ; but 
we renounce the pofitive law which binds 
for ever the virgin to the man who has 
humbled her, though this very law was 
evidently enacted to prevent thofe mif- 
chiefs which arife from /eduétion, and is, 
in the very terms of it, clearly in affirm- 
ance of that primary and univerfal law, 
They fhall be one 0/2: but as there is the 
fame reafon for the continuance of this law, 
as there was for grvimg it at firft, namely 
to prevent whoredom and fornication, and 
all the mifchiefs which are the confe- 
quences of ¢afing women and then aban- 
doning them, it is doubtlefs among thole 
indelible {tatutes, which are as unalterable 
as the reafons on which the a//-wife 14 א‎ - 
GIVER founded them. As nothing can 
make ἃ marriage in Gonp’s fight but His 
cwn inftitution, fo nothing can make a di- 
vorce lawful before Him but His own au- 
thority. To affert the contrary, is to fet 
man’s law above Gop’s law; which is in 
effect to take part * with the man of fn, 


* The Council of Trent a€tually pronounced an 
anathema ayainft any who fhould fay, that the ‘‘church 
>> might not difpenfe with fome of the impediments 
‘¢ mentioned in Leviticus, or add others.” Brent. 


Tranfl.;of Polano, 784, 
the 
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> 206 fon of perdition, who oppofeth and exalt- 
eth himfelf above all that is called Gov, or 
that is worfhipped; fo that he, as Gop, 
fitteth in the temple of Gov, fhewing him- 
ΔΙ that he is Gov. 2 Thef- ii. 4.. One 
character of this man of fin was, that he 
fhould ¢hink to change times and laws, Dan. 
vii. 25.—Our Lorp’s oppofite character 
to this is-very apparent in all He faid and 
did, but no where more fo, than in what 
He faid on the fubject of divorce, in His 
difpute with the Pharifees, Matt. xix. 4, 
&c. He there thews fromthe 0/0706 law, 
what makes a marriage, and, taken in con- 
nection with chap. v.32. what diffolves it, 
and authorizes divorce—while we, like the 
Pharifees, make and unmake marriages 
הטן‎ as we pleafe, and, if we do but fteer 
clear of a prieff and an human ceremony, 
may 2006 and put away as many women as 
we can feduce.—Methinks a Yew might 
exclaim againft us inthe words of Shylockh— 


>> © father Abraham, what thefe Chriftians are!” 


Efpecially if he took Azs 2722, and contrafted 
the law of Heaven to our laws, as they now 
{ftand, relative to the fubject of marriage. 
Even the antient Goths may ferve to 
fhame us—for they obliged him who de- 
bauched a virgin, to marry her, if the was 
equal to him in rank; if not, he -was 
conftrained to give her a fortune equal to 


his 
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his own condition; if he could not give 
her fuch a fortune, he was condemned to 
death, 0603016 2 woman thus difhonoured 
had no chance of obtaining an hufband 
without a fortune, and becaufe it was by 
marriage only that a {tate could be pro- 
perly peopled... See dx. 1116. Wom. 
vol. 1. pe 148. > : 

So in the bufinefs of adultery :—the an- 
tient Germans allowed the hutband to af- 
femble the relations of the adulterefs, in 
their prefence to cut off her hair, קנ‎ 
her naked, turn her out of his houfe, and. 
whip her from one end of the village to 
the ather. A woman thus publicly ex- 
pofed, could never wipe away the ftain of 
fo foul an infamy, nor could any motive 
ever prevail on another to marry her, 
though youth, beauty, fortune, and every 
advantage combined to allure him. Ib. p. 
rst. WeCurisTIans, reward the adul- 
tere/s with a divorce, which enables her to 
become the legal property of the adulterer ; 
that is to fay, if the injured hufband can 
afford the enormous expence of it, 11 not, 
he mutt be plagued with the woman during 
life. But to return—— 

The mifchiefs arifing from unlawful di- 
vorce, (for fuch I call 2/7 putting away 
which is not authorized by the 0/0/06 law) 
are dreadful to think οἵ, none can enu- 
merate them, unlefs they could diftinely 

| count 
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count the miferies of proflitution. This 
can exift on no other foundation than men 
taking women, and putting them away juft 
as and when they pleafe; a practice as con- 
trary to the primary law of nature efta- 
blifhed at the beginning, as toevery thing 
CurisT laid down on the footing of that- 
law בג‎ His difcourfe with the 1007/06. 
I will allow, that, here and there, in- 
{tances may be found of females, who owe 
their ruin to their own vicious inclina- 
tions, and who have nobody to blame but 
themfelves; but for ove inftance of this 
fort, Aundreds owe their deftruction to the 
bafenefs and treachery of their /éducers. 
The divine Jaw was levelled at both thefe 
cafes—if a virgin played the whore by pro- 
{tituting Aerfel/f, it was a capital offence— 
if aman enticed a wrginm, &c. he was to 
endow her to be bis wife, and not put ber 
away all his days. While thefe Jaws were: 
in force and vigour amongft the ews, as 
to the obfervance of them, there could be 
no whore among the daughters of  Ifrael, 
Deut. xxii. 17. When 20/0 found it 
neceflary in fome cafes, mentioned Deut. 
XXIV. 1. 20 fuffer them to put away their 
wives, the fame bardnefs of heart which 
occafioned this meafure of policy, (for fo 
it certainly was) led them to abufe it to 
purpofes of great licentioufnefs, of which 
adultery grew to be the confequence, as 


may 
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may appear from Deut. xxiv. 4. a fcrip- 
ture little confidered and underftood, but 
the bafis of what Curist faid to the PAa- 
rifees, Matt. xix. g.—Still we read of no 
brothels, no public proflitutes of the daugh- 
ters of Ifrael, If the wife, who was un- 
juftly divorced, married another man, fhe 
committed adultery, the man who married 
her committed adultery, and the firft 
hufband, by being the 60/5, was liable to 
the guilt of fuch adultery; and though 
the feverity of the law, as to the temporal 
confequences, was fufpended by the dz// of 
divorcement, yet in Gon’s account the pri- 
mary Jaw of marriage was violated, the 
law of the feventh commandment broken, 
and the delinquents were anf{werable at 
the bar of the divine juftice, as tranfgref- 
fors of the divine law. So faid the law 
itfelf, as explained by Curist, Matt. v. 
32. xix. 9. Mark x. 11. Luke xvi. 18. 
Now to apply this. — The odbhgation 
created by the law of marriage is one 
and the fame for ever, 10 muft all thofe 
laws be, which Gop gave by 10/5 to 
explain and enforce it; as Exod. xxu. τό. 
Deut. xxii. 28, 29 *. Our laws and 
: | cuftoms 
.* Dr. Alexander, Hitt. of Wom. vol. ii. p. 236. 
{peaking of the privilege of divorce among the Fews, 
adds, in allufion to the law of Deut. xxi. 28, 29.— 
>> But he who deflowered a virgin forfeited it, and 


*> the law obliged him, in compenfation for that in- 
של‎ jury, 


₪ ad 
ciiftoms may be compared to the dl 
of divorcement, which put afunder thofe 
whom Gon hath joined together ; to that if 
a man take a virgin, (not betrothed) and 
lie with ber, he is under no obligation to 
her whatfoever, he may put ser away for 
every caufe—the may go and de another 


>> jury, not only to‘pay her father fifty fhekels of fil- 
εἰ τὸ ὦ ReaD MBS - | 

>> ver, but to marry and retain her for 110.7 ‘* Was 
>> it poffible,” fays he, ‘‘to devife a law that more 
>> ftrongly protected female chaftity ?”—It certainly 
was not poflible—and the abolition of this law is 
equally ruinous to the female fex, and an infult to 
that Gop who fo gracioufly confulted their fecurity 
and protection. This is beft accounted for, by con- 
fidering that our prefent /y/fem of law, with refpect to 
the commerce of the fexes, has, in a great meafure, been 
handed down to us from the church of Rome—that the 
churchmen thereof, in former ages, had the framing 
and fafhioning matters as they pleafed—that as all 
marriage was forbidden them, they took fpecial care 
to make themfelves amends, by keeping thofe laws 
out of fight, which, had they been retained, muft 
have fadly interrupted their monftrous debaucheries, 
as well with regard to virgins as married women, 
*> which were often carried to fuch lengths as we 
> fhould fcarcely credit (fays our author) were we 
*> not aflured of them by the moft authentic records.” 
Had the law of Lev. xx. 10. been retained, the 
churchmen could not very /afely have defiled other 
men’s wives—and as they could not take any woman 
for their ew, the laws of Exod. xxii. 10. and Deut. 
xxil. 28, 29. could not poflibly be obeyed—therefore 
it was expedient to leave them out of their fyftem. 
They now, from long difufe, have funk into obli- 
vion, and perhaps there are thoufands of thofe, who 
call themfelves Chriftians, who do not 76601166 that 
there are fuch laws as thefe in the Bible. 
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mans wife; and this fo far from being 
reckoned adultery, 35 by 620 "5 law it cer- 
tainly is, is accounted a virtuous action; it 
makes her an Loue/t woman, as the phra/z is; 
fuch a marriage (though 10 0116 )5 adultery, 
in the fight of Gop, in the man who by 
putting ber away caufed her to commit it—in 
the man whomarries her who is fo put away 
—and in the woman who marries another 
man, living the firft who poffeffed her) is 
accounted a cleanjer, as it were, of all for- 
mer defilement, takes out the /pots from the 
woman's character, and has been by fome 
Judicroufly ftyled ** 16 fuller’s earth of 
>> reputation.” All this monftrous wick- 
ednefs is, as to the guilt of it, as much 
kept out of our fight, by our laws and 
cuftoms, as the guilt of the divorcing 
שש‎ was kept out of theirs by the δι of 
diworcement. Well might our 016060 Lorpb 
fay, Luke xvi. 15. That which 1: highly ef- 
teemed among men is abomination in the fight 
of Gov! The place which thofe words 
ftand in, fhews them to relate in ἃ parti- 
cular manner to what He fays at the 1Sth 
verfe, touching the point of κα divorce, 
they ftand in the fame context; which 
plainly reaches from the words— 4nd He 
faid unto them, ver. 15. to the end of 
ver. 18. 
As to the confequences of fuch faking 
and unjuft divorcement, with refpect to = 
the 
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the greater number of /educed females, who 
(abandoned to all that zzfamy, want, difeafe, 
and even death it/e/f can bring upon them) 
are— 


At once the prey and /corn of all they meet, 
Swarm in each brothel, and infeft each ftreet— 


as I fhall confider their fituation, with its 
effects and confequences, both to them- 
felves and the public, in the conclufion of 
this work, I will fay no more of it here, 
but proceed to confider the commerce of the 
jexes, as it concerns fociety in general, 
and is therefore the obje&t of human laws, 
more particularly with regard to marriage 
38/3/6101 | 
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CHAP. תע‎ 


Of MARRIAGE 00/0004 in a ΟἸΝΤΙ, 
View, as the OsjecT of Human 
LAWS.--EXAMINATION of the PRIN- 


CIPLES and TENDENCY. of the Mar- 
RIAGE-ACT. | 


AVING before: confidered marriage 

as. a divine inflitution, as ordained of 

Gop, and by Him defined in what it fhall 
confitt (fee before vol. i. p. 18 —20.) 1 can- 
not help once more obferving, that, in this. 
view of it, no human power has the leaft 
authority * to interfere, fo as to make that 


null and void which Gop hath made valid 


and dinding ; or to fay that thofe are not 
one 


* Some have properly diftinguifhed marriage as 
two-fold, confifting in a two-fold bond, called vineu- 
lum internum—an internal bond,. and -winculum exter- 
num—an outward, or external bond. The firft of 
thefe arifes from the union of the male and female in 
‘one body, and is rendered indiffoluble by the command 
—they fhall be one flesh. Compare Gen. ii. 24. with 
1 Cor. vi. 16. This cannot be diffolved during the. 
lives.of the parties, but by an act of adultery in the 
woman,*which totally vacates it, and releafes the 
man from all obligation whatfoever. The vinculum 
externum, or outward bond, arifes from the recogni- 
tion of the other by fome outward rite or ceremony 

in. 
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one [00/2 whom His word hath made fo; or 
to put afitnder thofe whom Gop, by his 
own ordinance and command, hath jorned 
together, Norhath any human legiflature 
the leaft authority to determine who /ha//, 
‘or who /fball mot, marty together, unlefs its 
Jaw be declarative of or coincident with 

the daw of Gop. 

But forafmuch as warriage mutt, in the 
very nature of the thing, concern the out- 
ward order of /aciety, it becomes, in that 
point of view only, an objec of human 
Jaws in the light of a civi/ contract; the 
recognition of which, as to czvil purpofes, 
is of much confequence to the fate; 
therefore certainly every ftate has a power, 
not only to require fuch recognition, but 
tnder fuch ferms, and under fuch condi- 
tions, and by fuch means as may appear to 
the legiflature moft expedient for the - 
curity of inheritances, family defcents, pe- 


in the fight of men. This, as to the mode of ad- 
miniftration, is different according to the various 
‘cuftoms of mankind, and is the objed? of human laws ς 
but the other is one and the fame, as to its effence 
and obligation, in all ages and places, and no more 
controulable, in thefe refpects, by human Jaws, than 
any other works of creation or providence. To affert 
the contrary, is that fpecies of athei{m which ftrikes 
atthe wifdom, holinefs, perfection, purity, and fta- 
bility of the DIVINE LAw, as well as at the uncon- 
troulable /overeignty and immutability of the DIVINE 
LAw-GIVER. 
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digrees, and other wife purpofes, which 
are to be anfwered thereby, {till not inter- 
fering with the thing it/elf as between 
Gop and the parties, but leaving this as it 
{tands in the Bzd/e. 

This diftinction has not been attended 
to as. it ought, therefore the laws of this 
country, like the laws of moft others, 
have intrenched on the divine Jaw, making 
crimes, and ordaining punifhments, which 
are not only unwarranted by it, but are 
directly oppofite to it: as a proof of this, 
we need only turn to the Statute Book, and 
read γι Hen. VIII. c. 14. which made it 
*> felony for a man in holy orders to cas 
*> both in him, and in the woman.” So 
r Jac. 1.0. 11. which enacts, that * if a 
*> man, being married, fhall marry ano- 
>> ther woman, his firft wife being alive, 
> he fhall be deemed a felon, and fuffer 
> death as fuch.”—The firft of thefe two 
laws was repealed long ago, but the latter 
is ftillin force, and, but for the denefit of 
clergy, a man who had ¢wo wives, would 
be {ent to the gallows: with murderers and 
bighwaymen, though there is no more war- 
rant for this in the word of Gop, than 
there was for making a prieff a felon for 
marrying at all, or for durnimg a man un- 
der the writ de Aeretico comburendo, for 
being fuch an 209/02 as to deny that a 

piece 
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piece of wafer, 91007 a 7707 had muttered 
fome words over it, is a Auman body. 
Vulgar errors, while remaining merely 
in the minds of men, however they may 
affe& the individuals who believe them, 
may be very Aarmiefs things with reipect 
to thofe who are wife enough to ב‎ 
and think for themfelves, and therefore 
differ in judgment; but when they are 
obtruded upon the confciences of men, 
armed with, the terror of fanguinary laws, 
even unto death itfelf, they are formida- 
ble to the laft degree; and thofe are to be 
remembered as fome of the beft friends 
to mankind, who have had the wi/dom 
firft to form their own opinions by the 
{cripture of truth, and then the courage 
to attack, and the fuccefs (under Provi- 
dence) to defeat, fome of thefe monffers, 
though doubly guarded and defended by 
laws of church and fate. No opinions, 
however facred in the eftimation of man- 
kind, can in the leaft affect the truth of 
Gop with refpeét to the moral world, 
any more than different fyftems of pAzlo- 
fopay can affect or change the {mallet 
atom in the vifible creation—Gonp’s go- 
vernment over deff is utterly unaflailable 
by. mortals, unchangeable by human power 
or wifdom. The phenomena of day and 
night, depend not on the fyftems of the 
: 13 4 1700770700 
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Ptolemaic, Cartefan, or Newtonian philofo~ 
phy, but on the wifdom and power of him 
who created all things, and upholdeth thent 
by the word of His power. So with re- 
{pect to marriage, which is as much an 
ordinance of Gop, as the ordinances of 
the material heayens are, (Jer. xxxi. 25, 
36.) itis, with refpec +0 itfelf, as uncon- 
troulable by human power, as the rifing 
or fetting of the fuz and moon. Errors in 
philofophy eannot change thefe—errors in 
divinity cannot affect the other: there- 
fore that which conftituted a marriage at 
the deginning, will conftitute it to the end, 
though every legiflature upon earth were 
to combine in a law to make it zu// and 
void. 

I am now led to fpeak of a Jaw, which 
T cannot mention, or even think of, but 
with indignation, I mean 26 Geo. II. 
6. 33. intitled An Act to prevent Clandef- 
tine Marriages.— 11016 law feems to me, 
and I am by no means fingular* in my 
opinion of it, to go farther than any other 
upon the fubject ever went, by ftriking in 
the very terms of it at the Drvine inftitu- 


* T have been credibly informed, that the late 
Duke of Bedford attempted an abolition of the Mar- 
riage-aé, and that he loft a motion made in the 
Houfe of Lords for that purpofe but by one voice. 
— My informant was prefent at the time. 
| 1107 
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tion, fo as to render it mul] and void to all 


‘atents and purpofes whatfoever, if certain 
circumftances invented by the human le- 
giflature * are not complied with. As 
far as this law was meant to prevent clan- 
deftine marriages, from which, as the pre- 
amble fets forth, ** great mifchiefs and in- 
conveniences have arifen’—it was within 


the 


* Among the Romans, the Papian Yaw declared 
thofe marriages illegal which had been prohibited, 
and yet only fubjeéted them to a penalty; but a /e- 
natus confulium, made at the inftance of the Em- 
peror AZ. Antoninus, declared them void; there then 
no longer fubfifted any fuch thing as a marriage, 
wife, dowry, or hufband. See Montefquieu, Spirit of 
Laws, Book xxvi. c. 12. By this it appears, that 
the heatheni/m of our Marriage-acdt is by no means 
unprecedented. To this another precedent may be 
added from the popifh council of Trent, where, after 
many long arguments. pro and con, clande/tine 
marriages were at laft decreed to be null and void. 
However, this was by no means done unanimoufly, 
many diflented, and thought that the church had no 
authority in the matter, it being a divime, not an 
human ordinance, and, according to a faying of Pope 
Innocent 111. * not to be diffolved by any power of 
man.’ When the day came for giving their voices 
for the decree (Nov. 11, 1563) Cardinal Varmienfe 
would not be prefent, thinking the church had no 
authority in the matter, and faying that 16 he were 
prefent, he fhould be forced to declare, for the fa- 
tisfaction of his own confcience, that ** the fynod 
** had no power to make that decree.” Cardinal 
Morone faid, that it pleafed him, if it pleafed the 
Pope. Simoneta faid, it did not pleafe him, but re- 
| ferred 
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the jurifdiction of the legiflature ta enact 
it; that is to fay, fo far as the matter 
related to marriage in the light of a ervi/ 
contraé ; but when it makes the marriage 
null and void to all méents and purpofes 
avbatfoever, fo as to releafe the parties from 
the bond of marriage, with ref{pect to each 
other in the fight of Gop (for nothing 
lefs can be underftood by thofe words) it 
puts afunder thofe whom Gon hath joined 
together, and amounts to a repeal of the 
Jaw and ordinance of rue Most Hicu; 
for, by this act, parties who are actually 
married in the fight of Gon, and in their 
ewn confciences, are fet free from each other 
—the man may abandon his w/e, the wife 
163076 her hufband, and marry another man. 
Let not the:hufband put away his wife, 
1 Cor. vu. τι. and Let not the wife depart 
rom her hufoand, but and if fhe depart, let 
her remain uniiarried, ver. 10. 11. have 
now no place, where the inftitution of 
Gop: is om/y concerned ; for it is not the 
ordinance of Gop, but complying with 


ferred himfelf to the Pope. Of the others, fifty-fix 
did abfolutely deny, and all the reft did approve it. 
See Brent. Hifi. of Coun. of Trent, fol. 671, 783. 
However, they declared clandeitine marriages to 
have been true and lawful, fo long as the church 
did not difallow them, and anathematized him who 
did not hold them for fuch. Ib. 784.—What trifling 
with Gon’s law and men’s cen{ciences | | 


the 
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the ¢erms of an ad of parliament, which 
makes a marriage, and which faid terms 
are not one * of them found םג‎ the B:4/- 
as conftituting marriage in the fight of 


* Tt muft be allowed that Seét. ro. which con-, 
cerns the marriage of infants under age, without con- 
fent of parents and guardians, has fome authority from 
the fcriptures, but it goes too far ;—the fcriptures 
give a power to the father of a woman, being in her 
father’s houfe in her youth, to vacate any vow fhe 
“made without her father’s knowledge or confent 
(Numb. xxx. 4, 5.) and of courfe.any detrothment or 
efpoufal which fhe had entered into, per verba dr 
futuro, or de prafenti, but could not vacate an 
207001 marriage, the aé# which conftituted this, 
was irrevocably gone and .)ג‎ See before vol. ,ג‎ 
p. 25. It is to be obferved, that the power over 
vows was confined to fathers only, and this only in 
the cafe of daughters—or to hufbands in the cafe 
of wives, which laft fuperfeded all authority which 
could be derived elfewhere. See Numb. xxx. 6,7. 
Gen. iii. 16. Jatter part, Gen. ii. 24. Pope Paul LY. 
made a conftitution, ann. 1557, that marriages 
made by fons before the age of thirty, and of 
daughters before the age af twenty-five, without 
confent of father, or of him in whofe power they 
were, fhould be void. Brent. Hif?. Counc. Trent, 
407. The fame Pope fent a monitorie to Dame “foan 
of Arragon, wife of Afcanius Columna, that fhe fhould 
not marry any of her daughters without his leave; 
or if fhe did, the matrimony, though confummated, 
fhould be υοἱά. Ib. 749. Our law feems to quadrate 
exactly with this papal monitorie, in afluming a power 
to vacate marriages, which are not made by leave of 
the parliament, even though confymmated. Pope 
Paul’s monitorie was ἃ bold encroachment on the di~ 
vine prerogative, but that of the Britifo parliament 
was much more fo ;—the firft refpected the indi- 
viduals of a fingle family—the latter thofe of a 
whole nation. 
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Gop. If after the words ““ fuch mar- 
** riage fhall be null and void,” there had 
been added, ““ as touching and concern- 
‘sing fuch or fuch civil rights, privi- 
>> leges, or immunities, given to mar- 
* ried perfons by any law, ftatute, or 
“* cuftom of this realm,” this might have 
fallen within the line of Suman jurifdiction; 
but to affect the divine injiitution itfelf, ₪ 
as to make that nui/ and void which Gop 
hath ratified by faying—they shall be one 
jiefh, is a facrilegious attempt to. repeal 
the law of Heaven, juft as much [0 as in- 
terfering with any other ordinance of Gop, 
as to its validity, unlefs adminiftered ac- 
cording to aét of parliament. 
> The Popes of Rome have made very free 
with the laws of Gop, even to the ftrik- 
ing the fecond commandment out of the 
Decalogue, becaufe it bore a little too hard 
on the idolatry of the church of Rome 
but inftead of one, we have ftruck out 
many of Gop’s commandments—vz. 
Gen. ii. 24. Exod. xxii. 16. Deut. xxii. 
28, 29. becaufe clandeftine marriages bore 
hard upon the pride and ambition of the 
nobility and gentry. But to return to the 
main point— 

To illuftrate what has been faid on 
the fubje& of intermeddling with Gop’'s 
ordinances, let us fuppofe a cafe+Bap- 


ו 
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tifm As a divine ordinance, ordained, both; 
as to the ign and thing fignified, by CHRIsT 
according to the prophecies of the Old Tef- 
ftament. The words by which this ordinance 
was fet forth, are to be found Matt. xxviii. 
29. Go ye therefore, and teach all nations, bap 
zizing them in the name of the Father, and 
of the Son, and of the Holy Ghoft. This is 
the whole ordinance of daptifin, and. our 
church rightly declares—Can, xxx.—that 
** when the miniffer, dipping the infant in 
* water, or laying water upon the face of 
it, hath pronounced thefe words --1 
baptize thee in the name, ὅδε. the infant 
* is fully and perfectly baptized, 10 as the 
““ βρη of the crofs being afterwards ufed, 
** doth nothing add to the perfection and 
** virtue of bapti/m; nor, being omitted, 
*« doth detract * any thing from the εἰς 
« fect and fubftance of it.”—Now let us 
fuppofe that miniffers fhould feruple to ufe 
the fign of the crofs in baptifm, that this 
fhould grow fo general, as almoft to amount 
to an abolition of the ceremony; this be- 
ing complained of to the 2/2067 powers, 
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* Why is. פוגס‎ ?——Becaufe the ordinance of 
bapti/m is imply that which Gop hath made it. For 
the fame reafon, marriage is fimply that which Gop 
hath made it. Therefore no additions of man’s in- 
vention, or. the want of them, can. affect the mar- 
riage union (any more than the baptifm) in Gon’s 
ight. 
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they enact a law for the reftoration of it, 
in which is the following claufe—‘* And 
* be it further enacted by the authority 
* aforefaid, that no perfons who fhall be 
** baptized, not having the fin of the 
> crofs made upon their foreheads, fhall 
‘© be deemed or reckoned members of the 
5 Chriftian church, but fuch daptifm thall 
*> be null and vord to all intents and purpo- 
“4 fes whatfoever.” Can any perfon, who 
has a true regard for the word and ordi- 
nances of Gop, maintain that fuch a 
law could in the leaft affect the ftate and 
condition of a perfon fo baptized, before 
Gop, or that he would be, in the divine 
account, lefs a member of the chriftian 
church becaufe of fuch a law ? Would it 
not be a facrilegious attempt to alter 
Gonp’s own ordinance, and to make it 
fubjeét to the law and will of man, and as 
_fuch to be defpifed and abhorred by all the 
faithful >—Where then is the difference ? 
— Gop is as exprefs and determinate as to 
the one marriage ordinance, as to the one 
ordinance of baptifm : therefore by no rule 
of found reafon can it be proved, that 
both are not equally out of the reach of 
human authority, fo as that man can 
neither add to nor diminifhb from either, in 

the fight of Gop. 
That human authority may order an 
; outward 
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eutward marriage ceremony, ΟΥ a public 
baptifm, to be ufed or adminiftered at fuch 
a given time or place, I do not difpute ; 
nor do I doubt but thofe may be punifhed 
who tranfgrefs fuch order—but that fuch 
things can affect the validity of a devine 
tnftitution, with refpect to “μού, mutt furely 
be denied by all who will allow Gop ta 
have a 1016 exclufive jarifdiction and 
authority over His own appointed ordi- 
nances. When therefore Gop fays that 
if a man lies with a virgin not betrothed, 
fhe fhall be his wife, BECAUSE HE HATH 
HUMBLED HER, δὲ may not put ber away 
all bis days, which is but an explanatory 
way of faying—they fhall be one flefh—an 
| human law which adds—** provided fuch 
** and fuch conditions be obferved, as 
*> 200272 or ficence, otherwife fuch mar- 
riage fhall be au// and votd, to all intents 
and purpofes whatfoever (which is bur 
an explanatory way of faying they thal! 
“© not be one flefh’) is as palpable a de- 
nial of Gon’s m/ftitution, as to its validity, 
as can well be conceived ; as alfo an ab- 
folute contempt of the words of Curist, 
in the conclufion which he draws from 
the divine declaration—What Gop hath 
jomed together let not man put afunder. 
‘It would be a moft abfurd attempt, and 
what all the world befides would laugh 

at 
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at, if the parliament of Great Britain weré 
to pafs an act to alter the laws of France 
and Spam; but it is more abfurd, and 
what we ought to grieve at, becaufe it is 
wicked, when men enact laws which in 
their aim and tendency would alter or re= 
peal the fixed, eftablifhed, and immutable 
laws of heaven. 

The folemnity of that fort of engage- 
ment which the fcriptures call 20/70/0000 
infomuch that it was death to defile a de- 
trothed virgin, was held in great venera- 
tion in the church of Ifrael; )0 was it 
amoneit us antecedently to what is called 
the Marriage-ai#, 26 Geo. Il.—our ec- 
clefiaftical courts * would have compelled 


the 


* When I mention ecclefiaftical courts, | would not 
be underftood to mean that even their 20/06 and e/- 
tablifhment is of any divine right; much lefs their ju- 
rifdiétion and proceedings ; they certainly were the in- 
ventions of the Popes of Rome, as inftruments and 
executioners of their oppreffion and tyranny over the 
perfons, properties, confciences, and lives of man- 
kind ; their jurifdiction in matrimonial affairs was 
finally fettled by the council of Trent, which decreed, 
that ἐς If any fay, that matrimonial caufes do not be- 
>> long to ecclefiaftical judges, let him be accurfed.” 
—See Brent. Hift. of Counce. of Trent. 784. This 
horrible and antichriftian decree (for no trace of 
fuch a thing is to found in the fcripture) bears 
date ann. 1563, about three hundred years after 
Pope Innocent 111. had thrown the ordinance of mar- 
riage as ἃ facrament into the hands of the pric/fs. 
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folemnization of a marriage fo contracted 
by verba de futuro or verba de prefenti 
(but more efpecially where it became a 
marriage de facto by carnal knowledge) in 
facie ecclefie: but all this is now {fet afide, 
and the moft שש‎ contract that can be 
entered into between the parties, fignifies 
juft nothing at all; they may forfake each 
other juft as they pleafe, for it is enacted, 
that, ““ in no cafe whatfoever, fhall any 
*> {uit or proceeding be had in any eccl- 
>> faftical court in order to compel a cele~ 
ἐς bration of amy marriage in facie 000/06, 
*> by reafon of any contract of matrimony 
*> whatfoever, whether per verba de pre- 
“ fenti, or verba de futuro, any law or 
*> ufage to the contrary notwithftanding.” 
Here, we may fay, is a coup de grace 
given to the {mall remains of female fecu- 
vity Which had been preferved * in our 
laws ; for now, let the contraét be what it 


* Promifes of marriage to a woman, have, in all 
well-regulated ftates, been -confidered as facred, and 
the breach of them punifhed by a variety of methods. 
The Pruffian laws do not endeavour fo much to 
punifh the breach of promife, as to enforce the per- 
formance of it—which they do by religious admo- 
nitions, by imprifonment, bya fine of half the man’s 
fortune, or a certain part of his daily labour, or, if 
he runs away to avoid the marriaze, by marrying 
the woman to him by proxy, and allowing her a 
maintenance out of his eftects.—~See Alexander’s 


Hift. Wom. vol. ii. p. 268. 
ל‎ ₪ 7/0 
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may, the injury arifing from the 2166 οὗὍ 
it ever fo great, the confequences to the 
enticed virgin ever 10 horrible, it 18 out of 
her power even to aim at that juftice 
which the lawof Gop fo pofitively com- 
mands to be. done. This ad of parlia- 
ment, taken all together, amounts to a re- 
peal and utter abolition of the law of 
Gop, almoft in every point where mar- 
riage is concerned. Firft—as to detroth- 
ment, Which I take to anfwer, in fome 
meafure at leaft, to what we call a con- 
tract per verba de futuro, as where the man 
fays—** I will take you to be my wife,” 

and the woman fays—‘* 1 wi// take you to 
** be my hufband.” This was held fo fa- 
cred by the ordinance of Gop, and per- 
fons thus contracted, were in Gop’s ac- 
count fo bound to each other, that a 
defilement of the betrothed woman was 
reckoned the defilement of a man’s wife. 
Deut. xxii. 23, 24. Nor could fuch. a 
woman contract marriage with any other 
man—Exod. xxil. 16. Deut. xxit. 28.— 
of courfe the man who had detrothed the 
woman was bound, and therefore com- 
pellable by the law, to carry fuch a con- 
tract into execution. On this principle 
our ecclefiaftical courts proceeded, till the 
parliament tied up their hands, and took 
the bufinefs of marriage into their own, 


5 any 


ve 
airy Jaw (either of Gop or man) or ufage 0 
the contrary notwithfianding. 

Efpoufal — 1 take to anfwer, in fome 
degree, to our contract per verba de pre- 
Jenti, as when the man fays to the woman 
—‘* 1 do take thee to be my wife,” and the 
woman fays—‘* 1 do take thee to be my 
ἐς hufband.”—If the detrothment by words 
in the future tenfe amounted in Gon’s fight 
to fo folemn and binding a contraa, a 
contract arifing from words in the prefent 
tenfe, muft, if poflible, be more fo; for 
this is the other contract fo far executed—e 
therefore, a fortiori, the ecclefaftical courts 
would compel the parties to a public re- 
cognition of this contract in the face of 
the church; but this is alfo fet afide, and 
made null and void to all intents and pur- 
pofes whatfoever. 

But farther—marriage itfelf, which, ac- 
cording to the Bid/e, is the confummation 
of the whole by carnal knowledge, which 
makes the parties in the fight of Gop, and 
by His pofitive command, one 2/2, even 
this fignifies no more than the others—our 
ecclehaftical courts heretofore called this by 
its right name, a marriage de fatto—or in fact 
—and fo they well might; for it is the only 
ordinance of marriage which Gop ever re- 
vealed :—where this happened, divorce or 
putting away was forbidden man /fhall 
ii ase forfake 
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0/0 father and mother, and cleave to his 
wife, and they fhall be one flelh—W hat there- 
jore Gov hath joined together, let not man 
put afunder. But we may fay of all thefe 
bonds, as was faid of the feven green withs 
wherewith Samfon was bound — Fudges 
xvi. 8, g.—that as a thread of tow is broken 
when it toucheth the fire, {fo were * they 

broken. 


* A flagrant inftance of this appeared in the year 
17723 when ‘* a caufe of great confequence was de- 
>> termined in 1200707 Commons, and a marriage that 
had been, folemnized in the church, by licence, 
“ὁ and confummated, was declared null and void, in 
** conformity to a claufe in the marriage-aé. It ap- 
*> peared that the hufband had obtained the /icence, 
*> by fwearing that the perfon, for whom the licence 
*> was required, was of age, wher fhe was not.” See 
Gent. Mag. for 1772, p. 149. The writer of which 
obferves—that ** to baftardize the iffue of fuch mar- 
** riages, feems to have fomething in it repugnant ta 
>> the facred inftitution.” ‘This is a mild way of 
cenfuring fo monffrous, fo wicked, {fo diabolical a fen- 
tence, which can hardly be outdone by the church of 
Rome itfelf. The jadge who pronounced it could not 
do otherwife, being bound in his decifion by the 
claufe in the marriage-aéi—but what a law mutt that 
be, which tends to divorce, 6 vinculo matrimonii, thofe, 
who by the law of heaven are indiflolubly joined to- 
gether as one flefh: 

Let any man produce, if he can, a more palpable 
treading under foot, a more daring annihilation of the 
pofitive commands of Gop—a more evident defiance 
hurled at the DIVINE LAWGIVER HIMSELF! Yet this 
law, this very Jaw, under which an infinity of fuch 
fentences of divorce may be pronounced, itill is fuf- 
fered to fubfift, and hold its empire over the DIVINEe 
AUTHORITY | 

If 
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If thefe matters above mentioned were 
overlooked, or not fufficiently confidered, 
at the time of the pafling of the ad, it is 
highly proper that they fhould now be 
confidered, and the act repealed, at leait 
be * materially altered from its prefent 
ftate of direct oppofition to the word and 
will of Gop. τ 

How the law ftood before the paffing 
this act of parliament, may be gathered 
from the following fhort cafe, 2 Salk. 438, 
and cited by Dr. Burn, Eccl. Law, Tit. 
Marriage, p. 30. Wigmore’s cafe. Holt, Ch.]J. 
faid—‘* By the canon law, a contract per 
>> verba de prefenti is a marriage—{o is a 
>> contract per verba de futuro, if the con- 
*> tract be executed, and he take her; this 
“* is a marriage, and they cannot punifh for 
>> fornication, but only for not folemniz- 


* Dr. Alexander, after obferving the pains which 
were taken to promote marriage among the Ro- 
mans, fays—‘* It has generally been thought fuf- 
>> ficient to flain, with fome degree of infamy and 
>> difhonour, all kinds of illicit conneétion between 
>> the fexes, to make the way to the enjoyment of 
>> lawful love as eafy and acceffible as poffible, and 
>> to truft the reft to nature. In this laft refpect the 
>> Englifh \egiflature feems of late to have acted con- 
>> trary to the common maxim, and thrown a variety 
>> of obftacles in the way of matrimony ; but fhould 
>> decreafe of people be the confequence, that body, 
>> it is prefumable, are too wife to perfift in a volun- 
«* tary error.” Vol. ii. p. 245—246. 
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* ing the marriage according to the forms 
-§* prefcribed by law, but nor so As Ta 
*% DECLARE THE MARRIAGE VOID.” 

We have feveral ftatutes againft clande/~ 
tine marriages; as 6 and 7 Will. 118. c. 6; 
7 and 8 Will. 111. 6. 353 to Ann, c. 19; 
alfo ecclefiaftical laws, as Can. 62, 63; 
but no law till 26 Geo. 11. ever prefumed 
to vacate the contract between the parties, 
or to declare the marriage nu// and void to 
all intents and purpofes whatfoever, even 
though the ceremony itfelf was not red, as 
in Wigmore's cafe; where, though the huf- 
band. had a cence from the di/bop to mar- 
ry, yet Wigmore, being an Anabaptift, mar- 
ried the woman according to the forms of 
his own religion. 

I cannot think of the marriage-ad, as it 
is called—though it may more properly be 
ftyled the anti-marriage aéi—without re- 
collecting 1107000 8 ie 

| Nil mortalibus arduum eft 
Calum ipfum petimus ftultitia. 


No work too high for man’s audacious pride, 
Our folly would attempt the fies. 


the cafe above mentioned, I will add‏ 6"ד 
tranfcript from Dr. Burn, Eccl. Law,‏ ב | 
tit. Marriage, p. 17. that the reader may‏ 
be {till farther convinced of our departure‏ 
from that reverence towards the divine‏ 
Jaw, which our ecclefafical courts once‏ 


had 
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had it-in their power to fhew—*‘ 1167600= 


fore, if any having contracted matri- 
mony de 27/2070 and being convented 
before the ecclefiaftical judge, did refufe 
to execute the fentence given by him to 
celebrate the matrimony accordingly ; 
after lawful admonition given in that 
behalf, he or fhe fo refufing might for 
their contumacy therein be excommu- 
nicated, and be imprifoned on a writ de 
excommunicato capiendo, until he or fhe 
did fubmit to obey the monition of the 
ordinary in that behalf. 

>> But as for perfons who had contracted 
{poufals de futuro, if either of them did 
refufe to perform their promife, the judge 
was not to proceed to the figuificavit into 


chancery foranexcommunicato capiendo,but 


rather to abfolvethat curfed party which 
contemned the cenfures of the church, 
albeit there be no caufe of favour, but. 
for fear of further mifchief, by * com- 
pelling them te go together which did 
hate one another : yet was not this fro- 
ward party to be thus difmiffed, but 
was to fuffer penance for the breach of 
his promife: nor was he or {fhe to be 


difmifled or abfolved, if thofe fpoufals 


* ‘This was fomething like Mo/es’s fufferance of 
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“ ἀρ futuro, by reafon of carnal knowledge, 
*> or fome other act equivalent, pip ΒΕ- 
% COME MATRIMONY ; for in that cafe, 
** as in the former, where fpoufals were 
56 contracted de prefenti, the difobedient 
<< party was to be excommunicated, appre- 
‘¢ bended, and imprifoned, and not to be ab- 
>> folved or releafed before fatisfaction, or 
>> death, or other juj? caufe of divorce. 

>> But now, by 26 Geo. 11. c. 33. no 
>> fuit or proceeding fhall be had in any 
“© ecclefiaftical court, in order to compel a 
>> celebration of. any marriage in facte ec- 
>> clea, whether per verba de prefenti, or 
<< per verba de futuro, which fhall be en- 
“4 tered into after March 25, 1754.” 

Such was the law—fuch z the law— 
now as contrary to the law of Gop, as it 
was once conformable to it; for as far as 
the ecclefaftical courts went, they acted con- 
formably to the 0/0/06 law; but they did 
not proceed, unlefs there appeared fome 
contract per verba de futuro, or per verba 
de prefenti; whereas Gop’s law, more 
-extenfively calculated to preferve the /e- 
male fex from feduction and ruin, deter- 
mined the carnal knowledge of a virgin, in 
all cafes, to-** amount to matrimony,” where 
the was not betrothed to another, and com- 
pelled the public recognition of it, by the 
only means whereby, in thofe days, fuch 
recognition feems to have been made, that 

19 
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is to fay, by the payment of the מהר‎ or 
dowry into the hands of the father, (fee 
Exod. xxii. 17. Deut. xxi, 29.) moft pro- 
bably in the prefence of witneffes ; which 
feems to have been the cafe in all public 
tranfactions among the Yews. See Ruth 
0 ΤῸ} Tre ΤΙ ὙἹῊΣ gas fer, ὙΧΧΊΤ ΤΟ, 

| וכז 
So that though Jdetrothing or efpoufals‏ 
might, and in moft cafes, as among us,‏ 
did, go before marriage, and create a 10-‏ 
lemn contract between the parties; yet‏ 
where this was not the cafe, the man’s‏ 
taking pofleffion of the woman’s perfon,‏ 
though he had never feen her before that‏ 
inftant, created the indiffoluble bond of‏ 
marriage between them in the fight of‏ 
Gop ; as appears, Deut. xxii. 28, 29. The‏ 
reafon there given is, becaufe HE HAD‏ 
HUMBLED HER. Whereas we miftake the‏ 
betrothment or efpoufals for the marriage it-‏ 
felf, and fuppofe, that where ¢he/e are not,‏ 
there marriage is not: but the contrary‏ 
appears in the paflage of Deuteronomy above‏ 
cited. In the very nature of things it‏ 
muft be fo, otherwife a /effer contract by‏ 
words is of higher validity than a greater‏ 
by deed, and the promuife of the woman’s‏ 
perfon more binding than the aéfual 207:‏ 
JSeffion of it; which, tho’ a folecifin charge-‏ 
able on human fyftems relating to mar-‏ 
riage, cannot be chargeable.on thofe which‏ 
are the contrivances of infinite wifdom. The‏ 
more‏ 
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we examine the former, the more‏ 6זסרת 
fhall we difcover of the leaven of the PAa-‏ 
rifees, who made the word of Gop of none‏ 
effect through their traditions —The more‏ 
we examine the law of Gop, the more‏ 
fhall we be apprized of its harmony and‏ 
confiftency with itfelf, as well as with the‏ 
peace, good order, and welfare of human‏ 
fociety ; more efpecially with regard to its‏ 
care and watchfulnefs over thofe who ftand‏ 
moft in need of its protection, the weaker /ex,‏ 
which, as matters are now ordered, feem‏ 
of lefs value than the 200/75 of the field.—lf‏ 
ἃ man goes into his neighbour’s field, and.‏ 
wilfully mazms or wounds his cattle, it 15.‏ 
jelony without benefit of clergy; but to‏ 
Seduce, and debauch his daughter, and then‏ 
to look upon himfelf as free from all gal‏ 
obligation to marry her, is the grand pri-‏ 
vilege which he finds annexed to our re-~‏ 
peal of the laws of Heaven. As for the‏ 
fufferer, if fhe be poor, fo that her main-‏ 
tenance depends upon her character, this‏ 
being gone, fhe muft ftarve for want of em-‏ 
ployment, or plunge herfelf into the depths‏ 

of proftitution to get food and raiment. 
With regard to the bufinefs of clande/- = 
tine marriages, how far they are or are not | 
** mifchievous or inconvenient to the Azmg- 
«ὁ dom,” may admit of much doubt; much 
may be faid on both fides of the queftion : 
but 1 cannot help thinking with thelearned 
ו‎ Judge 
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Judge Black/tone, who thus exprefies himfelf 
on the fubject, vol. 1. 438. Quar. Edit,— 
>> Reftraints upon marriages, efpecially 
** amongft the lower clafs, are evidently 
>> detrimental to the public, by hindering 
+ the increafe of people; and to ?0/- 
‘* gion and morality, by encouraging deen 
“4 tioufnefs and debauchery among the fingle 
>> * of both fexes, and thereby deftroying 
*> one end of fociety and government, 
>> which is—concubitu probibere vago. — 
It is befide my purpofe to enter deeply in- 
to the confideration of this law in a tem~ 


poral view; but it hardly can be {uppofed 


: * Tam afraid, that what this learned and excellent 
writer here obferves, is not to be confined to Jicen- 
tioufnefs and debauchery among fingle perfons only ; for 
the marriage-acét, by throwing the inclinations of 
children and wards, as well as their perfons, under 
the abfolute power of parents and guardians till .the 
age of twenty-one, has, in many inftances, proved fatal 
to their.future peace. I cannot exprefs my meaning 
better, than in the words of the ingenious Marguts 
of Beccaria, in his Effay on Crimes and Punifhments, 
c.31. “© CONJUGAL FIDELITY,” faithhe, ‘* is always 
** greater, in proportion as marriages are more nu- 
** merous and lefs difficult. But when the intereft or 
pride of families, or paternal authority, not the 
inclination of the parties, unite the fexes, gal- 
lantry foon breaks the flender ties, in {pite of com~ 
** mon moralifis, who exclaim againft the effe@, while 
*€ they pardon the caufe.” 

1 much doubt, whether every feffions of parlia- 
ment, for fome years paft, has not afforded melan- 
choly proofs of the truth with which the noble .74/- 
danefe made the above obfervation. | 


to 
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to increafe marriage, unlefs in the parijh- 
regifiers, by many perfons marrying in the 
parith churches and chapels, becaufe they 
cannot marry elfewhere. Doubtlefs num- 
bers there are - who would have married 
> 61002676, but now never marry at all, 
becaufe their peculiar circumftances or fi- 
tuations may be fuch, as to prevent, their 
compliance with the terms of the 267 ; ma 
ny of which are moit probably hurried by 
their paffions into’ fomething worfe than a 
_clandeftine marriage. - | 
ον hat ingenious foreigner Mr. de Lolme, 
in his Examen Philofaphique des loix relatives 
aux Marriage, ch. 4. and 5. proves, that 
>> every obftacle to marriage is a vice in 
>> government, and an injury to the rights 
>> of citizens.” Under this head he thews, 
that the ““ Englifh 26% of parliament of 
* 1753, is contrary to the law of nature,” 
and.explains the reafons of that truly Pa- 
trictan act. | 

The paffing fuch a law as this, in a 
maritime and commercial 7/0220, whofe 
external ftrength, by which it can annoy 
its numerous enemies, and whofe internal 
ftrength, by which it is to defend itfelf 
again{t their invafions, muft depend on 
the numbers of its people, is furely a ca- 
pital /clecifm in our political fyftem. The 
wifer. Heathens took’ every meafure they 


could, to difcourage celibacy, to promote 
| marriage, 
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marriage, and, of courfe, to increafe the 
numbers of their people. Péato lays it 
down, that in a well-ordered republic, 
the firft confideration fhould be to make 
laws for the promotion of marriage, that 
every one fhould marry, not merely to 
pleafe himfelf, but as a benefit to the 
public; therefore he would have every 
unmarried man punifhed annually by a fine 
of fo many 0/0020, and fome mark of 
infamy, who lived to thirty years of age 
without marrying. De LL. lib. vi. Ly- 
> curgus, the Spartan lawgiver, would not 
admit unmarried men +0 the public games, 
{pectacles, and feafts. Plut. in Lycurg. 
and an action was given again{t thofe who 
did not marry at all, or, too late to have 
children. Among the Romans, they were 
liable to a mark of ignominy or difgrace 
fet on them by the Cenzfors. Val. Max. 
lib. ii. 6.9. Augufius rejected the tefta- 
ment of aman who died under a ftate of 
celibacy. Ib. lib. vil. 6. 7. On the other 
hand, married men (efpecially thofe who 
had children) had many privileges—they 
were exempted from being fent on emba{- 
fies, and had the firft voice in all public 
decrees or fentences. In any canvafling 
or making intereft for magiftracy, or any 
other office, the number of children which 
a man had, was confidered as a very preva- 


lent recommendation. Appian. lib. ii. 6 
| Bell, 
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Bell. Civ. In all the public theatres, they 
| were feated in an honourable place. Suet. 
Muguftus was for their receiving prefents 
every year. They were exempt among 
> the Spartans from keeping watch, if they 
had three children; if jive, from all public 
offices whatfoever. Herod. 1. iii. The like 
privileges were among the Romans, with 
tefpect to the tutele and curatele—ward- 
fhips and guardianfhips—from the burden 
of which a man was exempted at Rome, if 
he had ¢hree children—in any other part 
of Italy, if he had fowr—and in all the 
provinces, if he had five. Inftit. lib. i. 
tit. 25. <Atheneus {peaks of a feftival, at 
| which the women laid hold of all the οὐ 
batchelors they could find, and -dragged 
them round an altar, beating them with 
their fitts. 

Many more inftances might be men- 
tioned, to fhew what all wife ftates have 
thought on the fubject of marriage ; that 
it was the means of enriching them with 
people, and therefore all encouragement 
was given to it: whereas we have, by 41 
of parliament, narrowed, in many in- 
ftances, its bounds within the circle of 
family pride, and perfonal avarice; and 
in order to this, have laid difficulties in 
its way which are in/fuperadle to thoufands, 
who might otherwife have a ai 

their 
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their portion of increafe to the public 

riches. | 
I have elfewhere mentioned the late 
Duke of Bedford’s motion for a repeal of the 
marriage-act— His Grace fpake near three 
ours upon the fubject, and, in the courfe 
of his fpeech, expatiated much on the 
preference which is given to private incli- 
nation, humour, pride, and caprice, be- 
yond public utility—‘* The riches of this, 
<< as of every country,” faid he, “ are the 
*> people. —The grand object, which we 
*+ are 10 confider, is this—the law in 
> gueftion, by being reftrictive of mar- 
‘ riage, muft in courfe be reftrictive of 
** population,—What is the confideration 
*> of this or that individual, where the 
* welfare of the public, which is chiefly 
‘ promoted by the increafe of the people, 
* is at ftake? I have a daughter” (mean- 
ing the prefent amiable Duche/s of Mar/- 
borough) ** who is defervedly my delight ; 
*> any misfortune which could happen to 
** her by an imprudent or unfuitable mar- 
** riage, would be a moft fenfible afflic- 
* tion to me; but,” faid the noble pa- 
triot, ‘* what is this to the public? What 
*¢ js it to the public whom fhe may marry 
‘** —or whom any body’s daughter or fon 
** may marry? Population is the grand 
** point to be confidered with refpeé to 
** the public; therefore an Act, which 
** makes 
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** makes public utility fubfervient to He 
** mere confideration of preventing her 
and there a private inconvenience, isan 
6% impolitic, an injurious, a mifchievous 
‘* law; it ought never to have been made, 
““ it ought now to be repealed.” 

This is pretty near the fubftance of what 
was reported to me to have been the con- 
clufion of Ais Grace’s {peech on the occa- 
fion. However, his motion was loft by 
one fingle voice. He faid, that > he fhould 
«© make it again the next year’—but, be- 
fore that time, he went out of admini- 
{tration, and he dropped his intention, as 
perhaps having little hope of fucceeding as 
a private Lord in oppofition, after ile 
failed while in public office. | 

Whatever may be the fuppofed ill con- 
fequences of clandeftine marriages, however 
*> mifchievous or inconvenient to the king- 
‘“‘dom” they may, in fome inftances, 
have been found, yet no mifchief or in- 
convenience could poffibly arife from them, 
which might not have been obviated with- 
out intrenching תס‎ Gop’s prerogative, 
‘without attacking the validity of His holy 
ordinances. ‘The fixty-fecond canon pro- 
hibits ** minifters from folemnizing ma- 
*> trimony without “cence or bans, or at 
*> any other times than between eight and 
>> twelve in the forenoon”-—the breach of 


this canon is attended with the “fufpenfion 
6 6 of 
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‘© of the offending minifter for three 8 
* 7/0 fatto,’ butit does not offer 0 % 
the validity of the contract between the 
parties. The 6th and 7th of W. ΠῚ. c. 6. 
ordains a penalty on the minifter for mar- 
rying without licence or banns; of one 
hundred pounds, and for the fecond of 
fence to be {ufpended, ad 0/0000 et beneficio, 
for three years. By the 7th and 8th of 
WV III. c. 35. the penalty of one -תסת‎ 
dred pounds is extended to every offence of 
the minifter, hikewife ten pounds is laid 
on every man who is married without dans 
or Aeence. The roth of Anne, 6 has 
a claufe to prevent clandeftine marriages, 
and lays one hundred pounds on the mi- 
nifter—and if fuch marriage be /olemnized 
in any gaol, by any minifter who is a pri- 
foner there, one hundred pounds upon 
him, and one hundred pounds upon the 
gaoler faffering the marriage to be folem- 
nized in: the prifon without danns or 2- 
cence. —Thefe were revenue acts, and only 
attacked clandefine marriages with a view 
to the duties payable on licences; but 1 
they keep clear of calling in queftion the 
vahdity of the marriage, wherefoever or 
howfoever folemnized. This was referved 
for the 26th of Geo. 11. c. 33. which, 8 
has been obferved, is. levelled at the va- 
lidity of the ordinance 1tfelf, if not admi- 
niftered: 4s therein required. To prevent 
clandeftine marriages by. punithing the 215 

Vou. If. Ἐ nifter, 
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nifter, either by pecuniary or even corporal 
punifhment, or to lay a fine on the parties 
fo married, would not have exceeded the 
authority. of the legiflature, any more than 
by interfering in any other matter of out- 
ward order and decency; but when they 
declare—/uch marriage null and void, to all 
sntents and purpofes whatfoever, 10 as utter- 
ly +0 diffolve the contract. between the 
parties, they interfere with Gop’s own 
immediate ordinance, which mortals have 
no right to do. Human legiflators may 
have power over ecclefiaftical perfons, to 
provide that they difcharge their office, 
but have no power themfelves to inter- 
- fere in holy things. When King Heze- 
kiah began the reformation of the ει» 
church, and brought in the 27/2 and 
Levites; and gathered them together, and 
gave them order to execute their office, he 
did lawfully and rightly. But when King 
Uzzitah himfelf attempted to burn incenfe 
before the Lorp, thus interfering with 
the appointed ordinance of Gop, F whith 
made it only /awful for the priefts the fons of 
Aaron to burn incenfe, he did wrong, he 
exceeded his own authority, and ufurped 
the authority of Gop, and Gop ftruck 
him with leprofy to the day, of his death. 
Comp. 2 Cér. XXIX. 4, 5. with? 2 Cér. 
xxvi. τό, &c, 

If the parliament were to lay a duty 
upon the regifter of every dapti/m, and, . 
in 
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in order to fecure it, were to lay a penalty 
on every minifier regiftering a baptifm on 
unftamped parchment, they would have 
authority fo todo; but if they went on, 
and faid, that ““ 2/7 bapti/m fo regiftered 
** fhould be nu// and void to all intents and 
* purpofes whatfoever, fo that children fo 
** regiftered fhould be no members of the 
+ Chriftian church,” fuch a law would be as 
abfurd and fhocking as 165 7 
is, but not at all a greater infult upon the 
divine ordinance of baptifm, than this is 
upon the divine ordinance of marriage. 

So with regard to the Lorp’s /upper, 
if an act was made that for greater decency 
and order in the adminiftration thereof, 
the minifter fhould give notice on the Sun- 
day before, upon a penalty of £. 5 for 
every omiffion; no doubt the parliament 
might make fuch a law; but if the ac 
went on and faid, that ** where any per- 
*> fons fhall receive the /acrament from the 
** hands of any minifter who hath neglected 
* to give fuch notice aforefaid, fuch re- 
** ceiving fhall be mui and void 20 all in- 
** tents and purpofes whatfoever, and no 
‘ benefit accrue to the receivers thereby” 
—how would fuch a law as this be dif- 
tinguifhable, in point of folly and impiety, 
from the aé which we have been confider- 
ing? No diftinétion in thefe refpeéts ean 
be fairly made, till it can be proved, that 
the facrament of the Lorp’s /upper is an 

2 appointed 
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appointed 070184206 οὗ Gon, but that the 
ordinance of marriage is not. In the mean 
time, 1 muft profefs my faith to be, that 
the. parkament of Great Britain had no 
more a right to pafs the: marriage-ad, in 
Its prefent form, than it had to pads an 6% 
to * repeal the’ tem commandments. a 

I don’t mean, by any thing I have faid, 
to put minifferss in the bufinels of /oleriniz- 
ing marriages, on the fame footing with 
priefs under the law of Mofes, with. re- 
gard to the ceremonial ordinances 3 thefe 
laft were ordained and appointed of Gop to 
thofe fervices, which. fhadowed forth good 
things to come; but it does not appear, that 
either the 2/0/02 under the Old Teftament, 


᾿ς ΨΚ We can hardly read over the impious 066766 of 
Darius the king of Perfa, whichis recorded Dany 
vit 7. without fhuddering.—-To make a fratute; that—- 
6%- whofoever fhall afk a petition of any God or man, 
6 for thirty days, fave of the king, he thall be caff into 
*> the den. of lions”.—was an attack תס‎ the crown 
and dignity of the Divine Maje/tys. horrible t6 con~ 
ceive. —But by what Jogic cam it 06 proved, that the 
Medo-Perfian monarch had. not as much right to do 
this, as a Britifh legiflature to invent impediments to 
marriage, which are unknown to the fcriptures » to 
make that ]אק‎ and werd, which Gon’s law ‘ratifies 
and confirms; and thus to put thofe afunder, whone, 
the exprefs command of the Mosr HicH indiflolu- 
bly joins together > Howevér ignorance may be plead- 
ed in excufe of the poor idolatrotis. Heathen this: 
but aggravates our guilt ; for we have the oracles of 
Gob. commitied to us, and to be ignorant of their 
contents, is of itfelf a GREAT crime—difregarding 
chem ftill a GREATERacting in oppofitien: to! them 
OREATEST of all! , 
or 
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or the apgffles or other yinifers under the 
New Teftament, were cver employed in 
marrying people (as it is called) or had any 
thing to do in the matter. Marriage was 
pointed, and: its effentials fettled, be- 
fore there was a prief, or church, or cere- 
mony {fo much as mentioned, wherefore 
ner of this kind can be wanting to 
its completenefs..and perfection in the 
fight-of Gop. The interference of priefs, 
and the appointment of a fet form of 
words ‘to be read over the parties by that 
pric, are purely of human, and compa- 
catively (as I fhall fhew in the fequel) of 
modern invention, therefore can have no 
more.effect upon the dvine ordinance itfelf, 
as between Gop and the parties, than 
the other human inventions of fervices 
for the burial of the dead, and the admi- 
A aii of the /acraments, can have upon 
the late .of the dead, or on the validity of the 
Jfacraments, to thofe who receive them : if 
it were otherwife, the efficacy of Gop’s 
ordinances no longer depend on His af- 
pominent, but on the ]שק‎ of man. A 
papift may be brought to believe that the 
valdity of the feacrament depends on the 
intention of the prief ; but to believe this, 
is not a greater error, than to believe that 
any ordinance of Gop whatfoever depends 
on any thing elfe, as to its valdity and 
efficacy, but the mind and will of Gop as 
revealed in His word:—If he has faid 
2 they 
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they fhall be one frefo—it is not for man to 
fay they fhall not—if He has thus joined 
them together, it is not for man. to put them 
afunder. 

Now, to aay a ei -/ been faid to 
the fabject of this chapter, it will be ne- 
ceflary for. us to keep the. ideas ‘of. mar- 
riage, as it is a divine ordinance with re- 
{pect to Gop, and as it is a civil contrac 
with re{pect to the public, diftina@ in our 
minds, It is the frf only which confti- 
tutes the indiffoluble union in Gop’s fight, 
but it is the second which recognizes: and 
ratifies that union in the fight -of the 
world; and this is a fort of fecurity which 
(as fo much depends upon it with refpect 
to fociety) the world has a right to require, 
confequently to exact, and thofe who 
wilfully refufe to give it, deferve to lofe 
every privilege and benefit which are 
‘annexed toit. Were the confciences of 
men what they ought to be, the fear and 
love of Gop would reign within them, 
and a ftrict obfervance of His command- 
ments be the meafure and rule of all 
their dealings towards Gop and each 
other. But in this corrupt ftate of things 
this is not the cafe} therefore human laws 
are neceflary to enforce the divine Jaw, in 
no inftance, perhaps, more 606017 than 
in the cafe before us. If no contract of a 
public nature was infifted upon, but all 

left to the paves agreements and deter- 
| minations 


iw 1 
iminations between the parties, men might 
take women, and women men, and keep 
or put one another away as humour or 
fancy fuited ;—the woman who’ was the 
wife of A. to day, might become the wife 
of B. to-morrow; in fhort, it is impoffible 
to conceive, much more fo to expre/s, the 
confufion which muft enfue on fuch a 
plan. Therefore, when human. laws. are 
made to exact a public contract between 
the parties in the face’ of the world, 
which contract cannot be broken nor dif- 
folved but for the one caufe which Gon’s 
word allows, fuch laws are in affirmance 
of the law of Gop, .and therefore are 
righteous laws; and, as fuch, ought to be 
obeyed; nor have any perfons.a right to 
that refpect, and to thofe privileges which 
‘are due to married perfons, who defpife 
fuch an ordinance * of man as creates a civil 
6/9000 0 


* The words of St. Peter are πάσῃ ἀνθρωπίνη [16%1-- 
.the word xJicis is here applied to magi/frates (as ap- 
pears from the context) whofe offices are created by 
men.—So the Romans fay—creare confulem—to create 
a conful;—creare. regem—to create a hing: but 
though the offices of particular magiftrates are of hu- 
man creation, and are different in various countries, 
yet there is no power but of Gon, the powers that are, 
are ordained of Gon. Rom. xiii. 1. Therefore St. 
Peter commands obedience to magiftrates for the 
Lorp’s fake. Alfo the particular mode or form of 
government may be εἰνθρωτινής κ]ίσεως ---οὔ human crea- 
tion, yet government itfelf is of divine authority.—See 
Gen. iv. 7. See on the word χήίσις, Leigh, Crit. Sa- 
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eontred in the fight of the world, by -way 
of recognition of that private contraé: 
which they have entered into between 
themfelves in the fight of Gop. Thofe 
who wilfully live together, as magn and 
-wife, without this, are defervedly reckoned 
infamous, and as defervedly cut off from 
the benefits of marriage, fo far as crvrl fa- 
ciety is concerned : therefore to difcourage, 
and even to punifh, fuch a conduct, is cer- 
tainly within the authority of all civil go- 
vernment, nor would any government be 
1001860 in not doing it, for without this, 
amen and women would be living like the 
beafts of the field. No fault is therefore 
to be found with our laws for enforcing 
the public recognition of Gon’s ordinance, 
-but for not enforcing it.in σὴ cafés, and 
for making it πρὶ and void in aay. In- 


era, and Mr, Parkhurft’s excellent and ingenious Gy. . 
and Eng. Lex. to the New Tett. 

Yet, forafmuch as for the neceffities of govern- 
“ment, the magiffrates muft make or create laws and 
‘civil inftitutions, I cannot fee why every human 
Jaw may not be ftyled זו 7שק0/₪‎ x]iazs, and this place 
οὗ St. Peter be underitood as including magiffracy 
itfelf, and the ordinances created by that magrttracy. 
Bille Sherlock, in his Difcourfes, vol. iv. Dife. xii. 
p. 368. &c. firft edit. gives a very different fignifica- 
‘tion of the 49670 xJioet, and finds fault with the 
yendering it—ordinance of man. However, on the 
moft mature confideration, we cannot but pronounce, 
that the zovelty of the Bifhop’s interpretation, far 
exceeds its /olidity; and that for more reafons than it 
is toour prefent purpofe to enter upon. 

ftead 
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Stead of fhutting up ithe ecchefiafiical courts 
againft the complaints of deferted females, 
or preventing their enforcement.of that re- 
drefs which Gon’s law commands,’ every 
court in Weftminfer Hall, and ‘every ma- 
gifrate's houfe in the kingdom, fhauld ‘be 
open to them, and on pain of death, or at 
leaft of perpetual ingprifonment till com- 
pliance, every man who had jedyced 8 
-woman, whether with or:without a pro- 
mife of marriage, fhould be obliged to 
owed her publicly. . Under what vite or 
ceremony this is done, is of very little con- 
fequence, 40 that it be effectual for the 
notoriety of the contract, and the preven- 
stion of 68161605 divorce. That which 
makes ‘the marriage before Gop is the 
fame every where, that which recognizes 
it in the fight of men, is, and may ‘bedif- 
ferent, but all tending ‘to one point, that 
“οὗ affording to the ftate, as well as ‘to ‘the 
parties themfelves, fuch a fecurity for their 
cohabitation, as is neceflary for the peace, 
good order, .and welfare of the whole. 
Something like what 2, Curtius reports 
Alexander to have faid: when he cut 16 
famous Gordian knot, I would fay on the 
tying the nuptial knot, as far. as public ce- 
remony is concerned-—/0 ἐξ be done, no mat- 
ter bow. ‘The interference of priefis, and 
the fervice which 15 red over the married 
couple, are purely of human invention, 
no fuch thing appears in the {cripture, 

and 
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and, τῃογεΐξόγο, ג[קטסג+‎ both. fubject to 
human controul, yet neither being of d- 
vine appointment, can have any effect on 
that. which is, fo as to add 10/18, or dimi- 
nife from it in the fight.of Gop. As 1 
fhall have fomething very particular to 
obferve on this fubject under the head of 
= fuperftition, I fhall-fay no more upon it in 
this place, than that all attempts to al- 
ter, change, or make void a divine inftitu- 
tion, as to its 10206, power, and efficacy, 
with refpect to 276, before Gop, are fo 
far from being binding on the confciences 
-of men, that they ought to be abhorred. 
The only matter in which the '26 Geo. II. 
c..33. feems to- be deficient, is, that it 
does not more plainly exprefs its meaning 
and tendency, and after the words—‘‘ fuch 
‘© marriage fhall be null and void to all 
*> intents and purpofes whatfoever,” it 
does not add—‘‘ any thing in: the fcrip- 
>> ture to the contrary notwith{tanding” 
—it al] but {ays this in the, claufe about 
precontracts, and it muft guite mean this, for 

the act to have its full force and effect. 
= 6+111 the divine Jaw is one and the fame, 
ftill therefore ought it to commend itfelf 
to every man’s confctence in the fight of Gon. 
.2 Cor. iv. 2..and this upon its ow autho- 
rity.—If, therefore, human laws have put 
marriage, as to 111010 on a different foot- 
ing than it ftands upon in Gop’s word; 
if impediments to marriage have been 
| raifed 
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raifed up by human contrivance, which are 
not * to be found in that word; in thefe, 
and the like inftances, human legiflature 
exceeds its authority. | 

When a man having one wife takes ano- 
ther to her, the ecclefaftical’ courts pro- 
nounce fuch fecond marriage null and void 
—our courts of criminal judicature pro- 
nounce him a /fe/on—but if Gop’s word 
be the criterion of right and. wrong, our 
Jaws have no more authority to fay that 
a man fhall not have fwo wives, than the. 
popifh laws have to fay that a 20 fhall 
not have ove, neither have טנטס‎ 1 
courts any more authority to divorce fuch 
Jfecond woman from the man who has mar- 
ried her, than the Pharifées had to put 
away a wife for every caufe; for no fuch 
03116 of divorce is to be found in Gon’s 
word. Such a thing would never have 
been thought of, had the Bz4/e maintained 
its due weight in the church—then had 
not men dared to have made matters of 
divine inftitution fubje& to their caprice— 
changeable with their fancies, as if the 
fixed and unalterable will of Gop ‘was as 


* The council of Trent made a decree, that, 4“ if 
*> any fhall fay, that the church hath not power to 
add zmpediments which are not in Gon’s word, and 
>> to difpenfe with thofe that are—let him be ac- 
>> CURSED.” I believe it may readily be granted, 
that both church and ftate have equal authority in the 
matter. See Brent, Counc. Trent,. p. 784. 
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variable as their own, To fet this matter 
מו‎ its true light, let. us 16066 a little.on 
the changes which have been made, touch- 
ing * Gop’s inftitutions in this country— 
31 Hen, Vill. ς, 14. makes a prie# that 
marries, as alfo fis wife, felous; and. fo 
even to affirm that a prigf# might marry 
by. the law of Gop, with death and for- 
feiture of eftate.—-5 and 6 of Ed. VI.c. 12. 
repeals all this, and declares it > as law- 
5 ful for priefs, as for all other chrifian 
Ὑ{}} aed? + ΔῸΣ» KOH 4“ men, 
- * Here we might mention the marriage of Flenry 
VTL. with Catherine of Arragon, his brother Arthur's 
widow, which was had and folemnized ** by the 
“*.counfel and adyice of the moft wife and graveft 
‘¢ men of thefe realms, and by the deliberate and 
“mature confideration and confent of the beft and 
«Ὁ moft notable men in learning, in. thofe days, in 
5% Chriftendom?’ {See preamble to ftat. 1. AZary, 
c..i, (ες, 2.) This very marriage, after twenty years 
cohabitation, and iffue had, was diflolved by giverce 
and declared by 067 of parliament (25 H. VIII. ς, 22.) 
ἐς to be againft thé laws of Almighty Gop, and there- 
4° fore utterly void and of סת‎ 60666.7 This was in 
1533. Twenty years afterwards, in 1553, the faid 
marriage was ** definitively, clearly, and abfolutely 
“< declared, deemed, and adjudged to be, and fand 
8° withGon’s law, and His moft holy werd, andsto‘be 
4* accepted, reputed, and taken of good effect and 
>> validity, to all intents and purpofes.”’ Thefe con- 
trarieties and contradictions were the product of that 
worldly wifdom, which is always found to accommoes 
date itfelf to the zimes; and, wherever power or ix- 
terefi feem to direct its operations, is the moft flex- 
ible of a}! principles.—It is a perfect Gnatho, and may 
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** men, to marry,” 566 Art. Ch. of Eng. 32. 
Thefe. two contrary. propofitions. were 
determined with egual folemnity by the 
two above-mentioned: 4igs,. by and with 
the advice; of their feveral: parliaments, 
and this all, within the {pace of thirteen. 
years. Then came Qyeen Mary, in 155.25. 
and. priefs could not marry—In 15.58 the 
embargo. was once more taken. off, on 
Queen Ehzabeth’s acceflion, and then priefs | 
might /awfully marry. See Ratification of 
the 39 Articles of Religion. , 

So with regard to the facrament of the 


Quicquid dicunt laudo—id rurfumfi negant, lauda. 
id quoque. “mins | 

Negat quis? Nego: Ait? 410: 209610, ithipe- 
ravi egomet mihi, ONY ᾿ 

Omnia’affentari. is) queftus nunc eft multo ubér- 
riMUSe Ter. .מ‎ ἢ. Sc, 2 


>> Whate’er they fay I praife it;. if again, 
>> They contradict, I praifé that too: does zny 
>> Deny? 1 too deny :Affrm? ? too | 
6 Affirm ;—and, in a word, I’ve brought myfelf 
“© To fay, unfay, fwear, and forfwear, at pleafure: 
‘© And that is now the 2615 of all profeffions.” 
Corman. 
How niuch better thar all this 40 we reprefent' the 
divine law, when we fuppofe it τό attend on the 
times, and to change with the opinions of mem? 
Thus Cardinal Gu/anus faid judicially in the council 
of Trent, that ** the underftanding of the fcriprure’ 
>> muft be fitted to the time, and expounded accord 
*> ing to the current rites; and that it is not to be 
*> marvelled at, if the church in one’ time expoundeth 
“Cin one fafhion, at anothef in another. Brent. 
Councih Trid. 150* | 
Lorp’s 
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Lorp’s /upper—to deny the doétrine of 
tranfubjtantiation, was herefy; for which 
the offender was to ““ 26 Surnt to death, 
* and forfeit as in cafes of high 
* treafon.” This was Jaw and found di- 
vinity in 1530, 31 Hen. VIII. 6. 14; but 
in the year 1547, 1 Ed. VI. all was repealed 
and fet afide. In 1553 Queen Mary came 
to the crown, and all revived again ; hun- 
dreds were burnt alive—but in 1562, 
5 Elz. this monftrous doctrine’ (with the 
Jaws which taught and fupported it) was 
abolifhed, and declared to be ‘‘‘unprovea- 
*> able by holy writ—repugnant to the 
*> plain words of {cripture—to overthrow 
*> the nature of a_/acrament—and to have 
*> given occafion to many fuperftitions.” 
See Art. 28. of the Ch. of Eng. Amidft 
thefe ftrange, confufed contradictory fyf- 
tems of religious opinion, what part may 
we fuppofe to have been taken by the great 
and unchangeable JEHovaH? fhall we 
imagine Him /uch an one as ourfelves ὃ 
that he was of one mind in the reign of 
Hen. VIII.—of another in the reign of 
Ed. VI.—that he changed again at the ac- | 
ceffion of Queen Mary, and veered about - 
again in the reign of Queen Elizabeth ?-- | 
Abfurd as fuch queftions may appear, they . 
are not more fo than to imagine His mind: 
and will can change on one fubjec&t more | 
than on another. To affirm, therefore, 
that His will can change touching the in- 

| ititution 
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ftitution of marriage, either with 66 
to the ¢hing it/el/f—the impediments againft 
it—or caufe of divorcement from it;—that 
thefe were one thing in the days of Moj/es 
—another in the days of Jesus CurRistT, 
and as many others as the fancies of men 
chofe to make them, in the feveral periods 
of the chriftian church, jut as Papifis or 
Proteftants happened to be uppermoft, and 
to get the /egiflative power into their 
hands; and efpecially fince the invention 
of marriage-ceremonies to be performed by 
priefis—mutt involve the afirmant in dif= 
ficulties from which he can never extricate 
himfelf, but by totally renouncing fo un- 
{criptural, fo fenfelefs an hypothefis, and 
allowing that marriage, asin Gop’s fight, 
in all the refpects above mentioned, ftands 
on the fame foundation as ever—the word of 
Gop. Dryden fays fomewhere—‘‘ Gop ne- 
*> ver meant His works for man to mend.” 
This is doubtlefs as true of His Jaw as it 
is of his other works; concerning ἐῤῆς 
we may alfo fay— He fpake, and it was done, 
He commanded, and it 2000 faft. The re- 
jection and contempt of 22/2 Jaw, are the 
caufes of numberlefs evils, which it was 
revealed and eftablifhed to prevent in that. 
moft important bufinefs the commerce of the 
Jexes.—- Adultery, or the defilement of a 
betrothed or married woman, is, by Gop’s 
Jaw, a capital offence, to be punifhed with 
the death of both the parties; but being no 

3 crime 
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crime at all. in. the eye of our penal Sta= 
tutes, it. ftalks abroad’ as it were at noon- 
day, fearlefs and carelefs, and feems now 
to be a fafhionable method of a wife's get- 
ting rid of, her 20/2000, that fhe may 
marry her gallant. = 
_ Men being under no obligation. by our 
law, as by Gop’s law, to matry virgins 
they feduce—and if married men, being 
under a legal difability fo to do—turn 6 
deluded and helplefs females out upon the 
wide world, either to ftarve,or to fupport ἃ 
wretched exiftence by proflitution. Gon’s 
law pofitively fays, that every man, be his 
fituation. what it may, fhall proteét the 
virgin he feduces—that he never (ρα put ber 
away all bis days. So that (as in the cafe of 
adultery) we do not punifh,as a public offence, 
what. Gop condemns—and we do punifh, in 
other cafes, what Gop commands; for if the 
married man who feduced.a virgin, &e. was 
to marry her, he would (but for the be- 
nefit of the clergy) be hanged for his 
pains. We may laugh at the abfurdities 
of Popery, and condemn thofe tenets of the 
charch of Rome which gave birth to the 
31 Hen. VIII. 6. 14. wherein a priefl’s 
living with a wife is made worje than 
keeping a ¢oncubine, thie firft being made 
felony in the jj inftance, the other not 
till a fecond; we may reproach fuch mon- 
2008 opinions with every term which 

7 can 
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can exprefs abhorrence and deteftation ; 
but are our laws lefs abfurd, lefs contra- 
dictory to every principle of the dine 
law ?—We make laws to hang a man for 
having fwo wives of his own—let him 
only debauch an Aundred wives of other 
people, and he’s fafe from all criminal* 
profecution ! We alfo determine that if a 

man 


* The remedy by [/ש/0‎ action is certainly open, 
but attended with great expence, trouble, and soft of 
time; and however fuch damages may be given as 
may in fome meafure fatisfy the plaintiff, הס‎ τρείε 
accounts, and be fome punifhment to the adulterer ; 
yet what can reftore the hufband’s loft peace of mind, 
both with refpect to his feduced, debauched, and 
ruined wife, and to any children fhe may have 
brought him, which now he is to maintain and pro- 
vide for as his own, under the dreadful apprehenfion 
that they are the baftards of other people? 81} 
even this poor remedy is out of the reach of numbers, 
who cannot afford to go to law. As to divorce, this 
is fo far from any punifbment on the woman, as mat- 
ters are now managed, that it 1s the very thing fhe 
defires ; for by this fhe can marry a man whom fhe 
dikes better than her hufband. It is indeed fo far 26- 
nefcial to the injured hufband, that it releafes him 
from the adulterefs, and fo far may be looked upon 
as fome remedy for his misfortune; but when the 
great expence of coming at it is confidered, the fteps 
which muft be taken before it comes into parliament, 
and the coft afterwards, it is out of the reach of the 
common fort of men. The phy/icran who was to pre» 
scribe a pear] of a hundred pounds value, to be dif- 
folved in fome liquor which coft alfo a hundred 
pounds, and taken for the cure of a difeafe which a 
poor man is afflicted with, would adapt his medicine 
about as well to the circumftances of his patient, 
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man hath ¢wo wives, he is a capital of- 
fender; but let him debauch and ruin an 
hundred virgins, or keep a dozen concu- 
bines—he [1411 be free! = | 

= 1 will not fay—* Rifum teneatis 2?” — 
but rather—‘* Quis 70000 fando, Temperet a 
Lachryntis 27---= . | | 


Thefe 


as our divorces are for the relief and releafe of injured 
hufbands. However, it is not the king’s ““ (11 fait 
comme il eft defire,”’ which makes the divorce valid 
in the fight of Gop, though it certainly is the diffo- 
Jution of the civil contraét ;—by the law of Gon the 
divorce was ipfo faéto in the power of the hufband 
the moment the aé# of adultery came to his know- 
ledge, and if be put away his wife, and married ano- 
ther (even upon the principles of monogamy) he did not 
fin; to fay otherwife, would be to contradict the 
{cripture, and to deprive a man of a pofitive right, 
which Gop and nature have invefted him with. 1 
would wifh to apply this to the cafe of every poor 
man among us, who though not /o poor as to be 
able to fwear he is not worth five pounds, yet poor 
enough to have a divorce, in the ufual way, out of 
his reach.—Whhy is fuch a one to be forced to live 
with an adultere/s ? to maintain, by the fweat of 
his brow, the children of other people? to fuffer 
all the miferies and inconyeniences which a profli- 
gate wife may bring upon him? The reafon once 
might be, becaufe the church of Rome denied adul- 
tery to be a caufe of divorce ἃ vinculo matrimonit, 
without the Pops’s di/penfation, and a poor man 
could not pay for it. F 

> The reafon now is, becaufe we are treading in 
much the fame fteps, and deny adultery to be a 
caufe of divorce a vinculo matrimonit, without an 
act of parliament, the expence of which only the 
rich can afford, אי‎ 

| ו‎ | This 
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Thefe things, and others which might be 
obferved on thefe fubjects, may ferve to 
fhew how far /uperftition hath fupplanted 
the religion of the Bre, and the traaz- 
tions of men the commandments of Gop. 
What makes matters even 11111 worfe, ἣν 

tnat 


This is not among the oppreffions which Solomon 
faw under the fun, for it never exifted, till chriffian 
churchmen took upon themfelves to trample under 
foot thofe rights of mankind, which the laws of 
Heaven had invefted them with, and to direct and 
govern the opinions and conf{ciences of men as might 
beft ferve the fordid views and interefts of that kingdom 
of this world, which they firft fet up, and then called 
it THE CHURCH. 

Tis true, the whole fabric was fhaken to its very 
foundations, by the zeal and activity of the Protef- 
tant reformers, fo as to be demolifhed within this 
kingdom ; but the rubdi/h is not all yet cleared away ; 
and, among other things, that of declaring adultery 
no caufe of divorce a vinculo matrimonii, contrary to 
Jer. iti. 8. with Matt. v. 22. 

I do not mean that any man fhould be able to 
divorce his wife, without fome public a& of no- 
toriety; for this would fubject women to divorces 
on {tories invented, or fufpicions entertained, which 
may be groundlefs, and only to ferve fome /ini/fer 
purpofe—but that, where adultery is abfolutely prov- 
ed, there, as the contract is ip/o facto diflolved, fuch 
diffolution fhould be allowed in fuch a manner as to 
lie within the reach of every man. One thing may 
be obferved—that if adultery be not a caufe of di- 
vorce a vinculo matrimonii, on the authority of the 
{cripture, no Popr’s di/penfation, or AcT of PARLIA- 
MENT, can make it fo; but if it be a caufe of 
fuch divorce, all men are equally intitled to the 
benefit of it. 

G 2 The 
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that the authority of CuRIsT is pleaded 
for much of this. He who came to fu ἠέ 
the law, is reprefented as an anovators 
and deftroyer of it. His apoffles are called 
in as His coadjutors:—though, when we 
bear them fpeak for themfelves, they ut- 
terly difavow the charge—** I came not to 
<< deftroy the law,” faith Curist —and 
faith 82. Pau/, in his own name, and in 
thofe of his fellow-labourers—Do we de- 
firey the law through faith? Gop Jorbid! -- 


, The reafon which the canonifts give for adultery’s 
not being a caufe of divorce a vincula, &c. 15 very 
curious, viz. °* becau/e the affence is after a juft and 
>> lawful marriage.” his is what makes the offence ; 
—if no marriage, there can be no adultery : fo that 
to make that which comes into the very effence of the 
crime, an exemption from the punifhment of it, was 
no better than a bad excufe for retaining the power 
and lucre of erat ihe in the hands of the 
Pope. 

The paflage Jer. iii. 8. above referred to, fets the 
matter in a very different light. Gop fays, that for 
the adultery of backfliding Ifrael, (meaning the ten 
tribes ) He not only שלחתיה‎ 4 put her away, but He 

> had given ber a bill of ae divorce, excifion, or cut- 
ting off. Comp. If. 1.1. All this moft evidently is to 
be ‘underfteod in a 0 fenfe, but fhews that 
adultery is a caufe of excifion or cutting off a vine 
culo, &c. 

On the whole of fcripture, taken together, on the 
fubjeét, it feems that the law inflicted death on 
adultery, and if the injured hufband profecuted, that 
fentence muft be inflicted by the judges; or if he 
did not chufe to make his wife a@ public example, he 
might in a more private manner put her away, and 


give ber a bill of excifion. Comp. Matt, i. 19. 
9 Yea— 
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Yea=we efablifo the law.—Was fuch the 
danguage of all our municipal laws, it 
would be happy for the world, as the tor- 
rent of /ufl, proflizacy, and cruelty, could 
no longer ravage far and wide, and {pread 
its defolation over thoufands and tens of 
thoufands of deluded and forfaken females, 
and, by their means, over the young and 
thoughtlefs of the other fex. Then might 
we hope that the pure truth of Gop might 
find its way back to the now dark regions 
of Afa, which, till then, is, humanly 
{peaking, impoflible; and the followers 
of Mahomet would no longer have it in 
their power (like 00/0/0700 to charge the 
Gop of the Chriffians ** with oppofing the 
** Gop of the Fews.”—Even * China + 
| fel 


* Montefquien is for giving phyfical reafons for 
permitting polyzamy, or prohibiting it, in different 
‘countries, according to the heat or cold of the cli- 
mate. “Thus, fays he, *% the law which permits 
** only one wife, is phyfically conformable to the 
** climate of Aurope, and not to that of 274. This 
*> is the reafon why AZahometani/m was fo eafily efta», 
** blifhed in Afa, and with fuch difficulty extended 
in Europe; why Chriffianity is maintained in Eu- 
rope, and has been deftroyed in 4a; and, in fine, 
why the Adahometans have made fuch progrefs in. 
%> China, and the Chriftians fo little.” He well adds 
—‘* Human reafons, however, are fubordinate to 
** that Supreme Cau/e, who does whatever He pleafes, 
** and renders every thing fubfervient to His will.’ 
Sp. of Laws, vol. i. 372. OG&avo, Eng, book xvi. 
₪. 2. Again he fays—book xix, ₪. 18. * It is al-~ 
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ielf might liften to the truth, when urid- 
dulterated with human inventions, unfo- 
phifticated with pious lyes. Whereas they 
may now fay to us, as CuristT faid to the 
Pharifees—Ye have made the commandment of 
Gop woid by your traditions. Matt. xv. 6. 
Ye teach for dottrines the commandments of 
men. Mark Vil. 7. 

I do not mean by this, that any mz/fon- 
ary would be juitified in allowing the 
laws of the feragho, or of the haram, as 
agreeable to the law of Gop. Buying 
women as faves, and fhutting them קט‎ as 
prijoners, forcing them againft their incli- 
nations, and detaining them againft their 
confent, under bolts and bars—the muti- 
lating men, and making them eunuchs, 
that they may be guards and centinels over 
thefe unhappy women, is all monftroufly 
inhuman, wicked, and abominable, and 
fo ought to be reprefented. It is fo far 
from having a fingle ingredient in it of 
the true idea of the holy ordinance of 
marriage, that it 18 no other than a moft 


*> moft impoffible for Chrifianity ever to be eftablifh-. 
>> ed in China,” for which he mentions feveral rea- 
fons, and, among the reft—‘* the marriage only of 
*> one writes? —‘* As for the Jndians, travellers in- 
“© form us, that the chief reafon why feveral of their 
>> princes have refufed to embrace the Chri/fran reli- 
>> gion, hath been, becaufe, amongft other. condi- 
>> tions, it was required of them to admit no more 
*> than one wonran to their bed.” Puffend. Ὁ. vi. 
Cc. I. 6. 
5 horrid 
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horrid fcheme of rape and debauchery, and 
thefe multiplied according to the number 
of thofe wretched females who become 
the haplefs victims of the pride, luft, and 
tyranny of their oppreflors. Was. the truth 
of Gop received, did real affection unite 
the parties, the prifon-doors would be 
thrown open, the unhappy guards dif- 
miffed, and numbers blefs the day, when 
choice eftablifhed the union, when faith~ 
fulnefs was fecured by affection, and all 
feduction and dereli€tion prevented by the 
guardianfhip of the divine Jaw. On the 
other hand, were a mif/fionary to go into 
thofé countries where polygamy is allowed, 
and open his commiflion with declaring, 
that—<‘‘ though polygamy was allowed under 
“* the law, yet CurisT forbad it under the 
“< gofpel”—he would gowith a lye in bis right 
hand. Wf. xliv. 20. He would have nothing 
to do but to take the plan of the mar- 
riage-ac? in his /eft, and tell the people, 
that ““ unlefs danns were publifhed in the 
>> mofque, or ten * zinger lees were given 
““ to the Muftz, or fome 161107 fum to the 
> chief Imams for a licence, and unlefs the 
>> ceremony be performed in fuch a parti- 
“4 cular place, the marriage is 00/0 ἴο / 
““ intents and purpofes whatioever, the po- 
** fitive inftitution of Gop to the contrary 


* About ten guineas Englifh. 
G 4 “ notwith- 
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ss notwithftanding.” This would make the 
lye complete, and probably procure the 
* mifionary, what he would richly deferve, 

an 


* Since 1 finifhed the manufcript of thefe papers, 
[ have met with a book, which made a great noife in 
Europe at the latter end of the laft century ; its title is 
—Polygamia Friumphatrix, in which is the following 
remarkable paflage : ** Taceo quod multi Gentiles, & 
** ‘Turca, apud quos polygamia viget, ad Chriftianam 
** fidem fint accefluri, fi po/yzamia apud nos non effet 
>> prohibita. Sicuti conftat uti vir diffufifime erudi- 
** tionis Gi/bertus Voetius teftatur, quod totum regnum 
*¢ Conchinum una cum rege ad Chriftianam fidem fuiffet 
** converfum, nifi Jefuitz in fuis concionibus jam- 
>> dum converfos a polygamia dehortati fuiflent, ὃς 
*> regi ipfi perfuadere voluiflent quod ipfe omnes 
*> uxores excepta unica, fi Chriftianus fieri vellet, 
*> fint deferende. Quz res adeo movit ipfum regem, 
*> ut omnes 11105 apoftolos, uti audire volunt, cum 
>> apoftolica, feu potius chimerica dodtrina ejecerit. De 
66 guo damno ecclefiz illi hoftes, non tantum poly- 
*> gamias, fed etiam matrimonii, refpondebunt ali- 
*> quando in extremo judicio.” 

>> [ mention not that many Gentiles and Turés, 
>> among whom fo/ygamy is much ufed, might come 
*> over to the Chriffian faith, if polygamy were not 
*> prohibited among us. Gi/bert Voetius, a man of 
>> moft extenfive erudition, teftifies, that the whole 
>> kingdom of Yonquin, together with its sing, might 
*> have been converted to the Chriffian faith, unlefs 
>> the Fefuits had in their difcourfes 011102060 thofe 
>> who had been already converted, from polygamy; 
ἐς and even chofen to perfuade the king him/elf, that 
>> he mutt put away all his wives except one, if he 
“© would become a Chriffian: which fo provoked the. 
᾿ς fing, that he caft out all thofe apeffles (as they 
>> would be called) together with their apoffolical, or 
>> rather chimerical, doctrine. For which lofs to the 
>> church, thofe enemies, not only of polygamy, but 
** even of matrimony, will anfwer at the great ον 

or 
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an hearty 20/2/0002 for his pains. ‘That any 
rational beings can be brought to believe 
fuch abfurdities in any part of the globe, 
is one fad proof of the afeendency which 
fuperftition has over the minds of men, 
and of the fmall pains which in general 
are taken by them to inform themfelves in 
matters of the higheft confequence ; of 
which I fhall next proceed to treat, in the 


following chapter. 
I will only obferve here, however ftrange 


Lord Kaims, Hift. of Man, vol. i. p. 197. ob- 
ferves, that among the moft zealous Chriftians in the 
kingdom of Congo, polygamy is in ufe as formerly, 
when they were Pagans; and that fooner than give 
it up, they would renounce Chri/franity. 

Bellarmine, De Matrim. c. 12. very pioufly faith— 
*> Ob /olam polygamiam infideles a baptifme & tote 
>> Chriftianifmo arcendi.”—** That infidels who ufe 
*> polygamy, are for that /ole caufe to be driven from 
“© baptifm, and from the whole of Chri/tianity.— 
Query—lIf this be not to /frain out a gnat, and /wal- 
low a camel ? 

In c. 10. of the fame book, the fame Bellarmine 
faith—‘* Polygamia non repugnat juri nature, quod 
*> eft divinum, quod unus vir ex pluribus foeminis 
*¢ liberos poffit fufcipere & 31676.7---* Polygamy is 
** not repugnant tothe law af meture, which is di~ 
** vine, that ome man might beget and bring up chil- 
*> dren by more women than one,”’ 

Contradiction muft ever be found, where people 
err from the one confi/tent truth of Gop.—Hence it is 
no wonder, that, notwithftandine all the bitternefs 
of that gloomy mifogamift Ferome, againft even mar- 
riage itfelf, in his writings againft honeft Fovinian, 
that he fhould fay, when writing to Pammachius—Non 
damno polygamgs.m** 1 do not condemn polygamifis.” 


ה 


if 
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it may feem, that our notions relative to 
the commerce of the fexes, are by far more 
friendly to * polygyny, than the Turhifh fyf= 
tem of polygamy is. A Turk may take one 
or more wives; but then they are kept in 
his 4aram as his inviolable property—no 
eye of a ftranger can ever behold them, 
and they are maintained and provided for, 
as liberally as the man’s circumftances will 
permit. Whereas, among us, a man may 
take as many women as he can feduce, and 
abandon them whenever he pleafes; they 
can claim no property zz him, nor he 22 
them; he turns them upon the common, 
either to ftarve with hunger, or rot by 
profitution.—That this is againft the law 
of Gop, is very clear; but there is no- 
thing in our law which can either prevent 
or remedy it. Had-we, at the Reforma- 
tion, adopted the law from Mount Siaz, 
inftead of that from the council of Trent, 
relative to marriage, fuch things could not 
exift. 

With regard to the depredations which 
are made on married women, how may the 
Mahomedans fhame us! So facred are wo- 
men in India, that, even in the midit of 


* By polygyny (from πόλυς, many, and γυνή, wo- 
man) is meant—the having more women than one, 
without marriage or other obligation towards them. 

By polygamy (from πολυς, many, and γάμος, mar~ 
riage) is meant—the having more wives than one, 


flaughter 
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flaughter and devaftation, the common )01- 

dier leaves them unmolefted; the Aaram 
is a fanctuary againft all the licentioufnefs 

of victory ; and ruffians, covered with the 

blood of an hufband, fhrink back, with 

veneration, from the fecret apartment of 
his wives. But this is not confined to Jn- 
εἶα. At Conftantinople, when the Sultan 

fends an order to ftrangle a ftate criminal, 

and to feize on his effects, the ruffians who 

execute it enter not into the * Aaram, nor 

touch any thing belonging to the women. 

See Alexander, Hilt. of Wom. p. 191. 

In fhort, we may boaft of our monogamy, 
and condemn polygamy—but there is not a 
nation under heaven, where polygyny is 
more openly practifed, than in this C4ri/~ 
tian country ; for though a man can marry 
but ome at atime, he may have as great a 
variety of women as he pleafes, without 
ever marrying at all. ‘This is fo inveterated 
by cuftom, that thofe laws of Heaven which 


* It was a bitter farca/m on the Chriftians, which 
was uttered by Mechemet Effendi, the laft ΤΑΙ am- 
baflador in France—‘* We Turks” (fays he) “are great: 
‘* fimpletons, in comparifon of the Chriffians. We 
“* are at the expence and trouble of keeping a fera- 
>> 20/0, each in his own houfe; but you eafe your- . 
>> felves of this burden, and have your /eraglio in 
>> your friends’ houfes.”—See Humer’s Effays, 3d 
edit. vol. i. p.252. How far wehave been imitating 
the manners and cuftoms of the French, fo as to make 
ourfelyes objects of the above reflection, I leave to 
others to determine. | 


were 
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were made to prevent it, feem to be totally 
forgotten. 

1 will conclude this chapter with a fum- 
mary of its contents, which are all reduci- 
ble to one general rule.—Gon’s ordinances, 
being of His owz appointment, are folely 
under His own authority; fo that men can- 
not change or alter them, either with re- 
{pect to themfelves as to the matter of them, 
or as to their operation, force, and effect. 
Marriage is an ordinance of Gop, of His 
own appointment, both with 1610666 to the 
thing z/e/f, and its operation, force, and 
effec?, with 261066% to us—therefore, as to 
thefe, is folely under Gon’s authority, and 
cannot be changed or altered by human 
laws. As the fubftance of the dread and 
wine in the Lorn’s /upper, remained the 
fame after confeeration as before -it, not- 
withftanding the bloody edict of Henry 
VIII. above mentioned; fo marriage re- 
mains, as to the matter, force, effect, and 
obligation of it upon the parties, juft the 
fame in the fight of Gop now, as before 
26 (eos ἢ. οἱ 39. | 

As no human law can change any ordi- 
nance of God, fo neither can it change any 
truth of Gop.—lI firmly believe, that the 
39 articles of the church of England con- 
tain, in point of doctrine, the truth of 
Gop; but Ido not believe this one jot 
the more becaufe they are enacted by au- 

thority 
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thority of parliament: nor fhould I believe 
it one jot the lefs, if the efforts of their 
Arian and Socinian adverfaries were to fuc- 
ceed, and the parliament was to declare 
their obligation upon men’s confciences, 
as well as the articles themfelves, and all 
things contained therein—‘‘ null and void 
>> 20 all intents and purpofes whatfoever ; 
* any law or ufage to the contrary not- 
>> withftanding.” 

There is a ffatute which has been before 
mentioned, viz. 31 Hen. / 111. c. 14. which 
makes it felony, without benefit of clergy, to 
affert that the communion in both kinds 1s 
neceffary to the laity, or ought to be ad- 
miniftered or received—but this law could 
have no effect upon the nature of the or- 
dinance as in Gop’s fight.—So 1 7 11. 
makes a man a felon, and ta fuffer death, 
for having two wives together—but can 
this be proved to affe&t fuch a marriage, 
or to make it null and void or finful in 
Gon’s fight? The only way to prove that 
either of thefe laws are binding on men’s. 
confciences, is, to prove that they har- 
monize with Gop’s truth as revealed in 
the {cripture, otherwife one 18 juft as 
much unauthorized as the other. 

As to mere circumftantials, which refpect 
outward order and decency, as they are no 
part of the ordinances themfelves, they 
may be under the appointment and me 

trou] 
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troul of man. So when our 07/0 
that there fhall be ‘“‘ a table with a fair 
‘* white linen cloth upon 16" δὲ {πε ad- 
miniftration of the /acrament of the Lorn’s 
Jupper—and again, with refpect to baptifin 
—that ** without great caufe and neceflity, 
“4 the people fhall be warned that they 
* procure not their children to be bap- 
<< tized at home in their houfes’—I fee 
no fort of harm in all this; but if the 0 
af parliament, which confirmed the Rudéric, 
had gone on—‘ And be it enacted, that if 
>> the facrament of the Loro’s /upper be 
*> adminiftered without fuch far white 
<< ששל‎ cloth upon the table, or baptifm be 
“Εἰ adminiftered in private houfes, 8 
*> for fuch great caufe and necelfity afore- 
*> faid, fuch facraments of the Lorn’s /up- 
>> per, and bapti/m, {o adminiftered, fhall be 
>> utterly zuil and void to the 200010678 of 
>> the fame, 70 all intents and purpofes what- 
>> foever’—this had been an attack upon 
the ordinances and truths of {cripture—not 
a lawful and authorized /fatute. Let this 
reafoning be applied to the queftion of 
marriage, as itis a * crud centrag?, and as 


fuch 


* The outward contract between the parties, 1s 
certainly 01.2 civi/ nature, and ought to belong to 
the civil magifirate. In this refpect, the clergy have 
no more to do with it than they have with fies and 
recoveries, or any other temporal caufes. ‘The pay- 

6 ment 


toe 1 
fuch the 00/0607 of human laws—and as it is 
a divine inftitution, and as fuch not the ob- 
ject of human laws—then it may eafily be 
‘determined how far thefe ought to be 
binding on the confciences of men, where 
marriage is concerned. 


ment of the מהר‎ or dowry (fee before, vol. i. .כ‎ 26.) 
among the ews, which was in nature of a civil con- 
tract, was tranfacted between the man and the dam- 
fel’s father; but had nothing to do with 6 
and Levites, nor was it any part of the Temple fer- 
VSS a | 
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CHAP. VIIt. 


Of Superstition, more efpecially relating 
to the Subjects treated im this Book. 


Was man fell from Gop by difo- 
| bedience, in ftriving to make him- 
felf wifer than Gop had made him, and 
that by a means which Gop had forbid- 
den, he loft that image of knowledge and 
wifdom in which he was originally created. 
(Comp. Gen. i, 26. Col. iii. ro.) The 
only means of any reftoration to this, muft 
be by revelation; for as man by tranfgref- 
fion had brought darkne/s into his foul, as 
well as gui/t, this could never have been 
removed by any powers of the human will _ 
or underftanding; He alone who created 
the material light, could difpel the clouds in 
which the human mind was involved, and 
caufe once more the /ight of the knowledge 
of the glory of Gon to thine into the defo- 
late and benighted heart of man. Nothing 
could have * difcovered any traces of the 

divine 


* >> God hath given out to us the whole of His 
>> mind and counfel concerning us in writing, as a 
*> merciful and ftedfait relief againft all that confu-~ 
© fion, darknefs, and uncertainty, which the va- 

%> nity, 
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divine mind and will, but thofe gracious 
declarations of them, for which fallen 
man ftands folely indebted to the free and 
gratuitous interpofition of divine mercy 
and goodnefs. For what man knoweth the 
things of a man, fave the /pirit of man which 
as in him? Ewen fo the things of Gov none 
(sec) knoweth—but the Spirit of Gov. 
1 Cor. il. 11.—Who hath known the mind of 
the Lorn, and who hath been His counfel- 
lor? Rom. xi. 34.—My thoughts are not 
your thoughts, neither are my ways your 
ways, faith the Lorn; for as the heavens 
are higher than the earth; fo are my ways 
higher than your ways, and my thoughts than 
your thoughts. If. lv. ὃ, 9.—Canft thou by 
Jfearching find out Gon, canft thou find out 
the ALMIGHTY fo perfection? It is as high 
as heaven, what canft thou do ?—deeper than 
hell, what canft thou know? Job x1. 7, ὃ... 

This is giving us fair warning of our 
deplorable zgnorance with τείρεξ to Gop 
and His «οὔ and ways.—Still—vain man 
would be wife, though man be born like a 


*> nity, folly, and loofenefs of the minds of men, 


drawn out and heightened by the unfpeakable al- 
terations which fall out amongft them, would 
otherwife certainly have run into.” Dr. Owen on 
the Scriptures, p. 28. to which we may add—which 
they have run into by leaving the written word. Ὁ 


Vion. IT. : H wild 
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* qoild afs’s colt. Job xi. 12. His imagi- 
nation will fet to work; and though he be 
afflured that all -fertpture is given by infpi- 
ration of God, and ts profitable for doctrine 
——therefore is to feach us; —for reproof 
(προς tkeyyxov)—for reproof or conviétion of 
fin and error—and therefore to fet them 
before us in their true light ;—for correc- 
tin—émrevodusv—for fetting right and a- 
mending that which is wrong ;—for mm/fruc- 
tion—(madaav—inttitution— difcipline) zz 
righteoufnefs; and all this that the man of 
Gop may be perfect, thoroughly furnifbed 
unto all good works, and thus be made wife 
unto falvation ({ee 2 Tim. ii. τό, 17.(-- 
yet, fuch is the pride, fuch the folly of 
man, he will not be fatished with what 
Gop hath revealed, but would fain make 
fome difcoveries of his owa concerning 
Gop and religion, which, rather than part 
with, he will even make the criteria and 


_* ἐς How keenly is this comparifon pointed !— 
>> Like the afs’s—an anima] remarkable for its ftupi- 
>> dity, even to a proverb ;—/:ke the afs’s colt—which 
>> muft be ftill more egregioufly ftupid than the dam ; 
>> Dike the wild afs’s colt—which is not. only blockifh,, 
“ but ftubborn. and intractable; neither poflefles 
>> yaluable qualities by nature, nor will eafily re- 
6% ceive them by difcipline.—The image in the ori- 
>> ginal is 15111 more ttrongly touched. “The compa- 
>> rative particle 7ée is not in the Hebrew; it is— 
“ born a wild afs’s colt—or, as we fhould fay in 
>> Englifba—a mere wild afs’s colt’ Hervey, Ther: 
and χα. vol.ii. p. 237. sth edit.1777, octavo. 
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ftaiidaids of truth; will endeavour to re- 
concile his own zmventions with Gon’s re- 
welations; and if this be too hard, the 
next experiment is to accommodate the 
divine revelations to his ows inventions. 
There are no popular fyftems of religion 
and wor/hip, where this is not to be found. 
This was the plan of the Babel-builders of 
old time, and ever fince it has been, as 
they wete, fcattered over the face of the 
whole earth. Gen. xi. 8. The Heathen, 
who had the vo/ume of nature open to them 
for their inftruction (Rom. 1. 19, 20.) e- 
came vain in their imaginations, and their 
Joolifh heart was darkened—profeffing them- 
felves to be wife, they became fools, and 
changed the truth of Gop into a lye, &c. 
ver. 22,25. The Yews, with the written 
volume of divine revelation before them, fet 
their imaginations to work, trying to find 
out fome holier and better way to walk and 
to pleafe Gop than they found there— 
till they were as much loft to the teach- 
ings of Gon’s word, as the Heathen were 
to the teachings of the outward creation— 
till, as Hajiah Ix. 2. exprefleth it— darz- 
nefs covered the earth, and grofs darknefs 
the people-—The Chrifiian churches began 
very early to tread in * the fame fteps, and 

to 


* When we contemplate Chri/fianity, as revealed 
in the Old Teftament, and as opened to us in the 
H 2 New 
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to invent fchemes of bolinefs and purity 
with refpect to manners—of mortification 
and aufierity with regard to diftipline, and 

| not 


New Teftament, we may truly call it a moft noble, 
moft gracious, and moft glorious difplay of heavenly 
wifdom, an emanation from all the perfections and 
attributes of the Derry; fuited, divinely fuited, to 
relieve the wants, and to heal the mifery, of fallen 
man—to ftamp once more the divine image on the 
human foul, and make it meet to partake of the inhe- 

ritance of the faints in light. Col. 1. 12. 
ut if it be confidered only as it appears when cau- 
ponized with the vain reafonings of men of corrupt 
minds—adulterated by human fophiftry—perverted to 
ferve the caufe of earthly power and worldly domi- 
nion, or to quadrate with human fyftems—darkened 
by folly and fuperftition—di/graced by the uncom- 
manded aufterities of vifionaries and enthufiafts — 
feandalized by the monftrous vices of its profeffors— 
wrefied by difputants into palpable contradictions, 
and made fubverfive of the divine law—but above all, 
as prefled into the fervice of fraud, rapine, injuftice, 
and cruelty—it then appears, not only unworthy of the 
Derry, but the moft mifchievous and horrid /uper- 
fiition that ever infefted the earth. Little better thar 
all this, are the views of it prefented ta us by the 
moft faithful hiftorians, in their accounts of the 
church, but more efpecially after the empire became 
Chriftian, when we read of little elfe, in general, than 
the intrigues of churchmen againft one another, and 
the reft of mankind, in order to gratify their ambi- 
tion and avarice—and to fatiate their pride, revenge, 
and cruelty. ‘That the {criptures fhould be preferved 
to us entire, when coming through /uch hands, is as 
evident a miracle, as it would have been to have Κερὲ 
a {park of fire alive in the heart of the fea. But here 
16+ me mention, with veneration and honour, the 
comparatively faithful few, who, in the face of dif- 
ficulty, danger, and even death it/e/f, maintained their 
| ע ות‎ 


] .ד‎ 
not fparing of the body (Col. i. 23.)—of 


vites and ceremonies with regard to wor- 
frip—of human wfdom and fcience with 
re{pect to doctrine—till they even (before 
two centuries were elapfed) vied with Ba- 
Jel itfelf; and whoever can read Dr. Mo- 
jheim’s account of the early ages of Cdri/- 
tianity, without thinking it as great a mi- 
racle as any recorded in the go/pe/s, that 
they fhould ever reach us at all, but more 
efpecially in the pure ftate in which they 
are among us, will appear to have a talent 
at accounting for things by /?00 caufes,. 
beyond the capacity of any writer I yet 
have met with. Why Heathens, Fews, and 
Chriftians, fhould act fo uniformly towards 
thofe revelatins which Gon at fundry 
times and in divers manners (Heb. i. 1.) 
hath vouchfafed them, is all accounted 
for on one fimple principle—Proy. xxvii. 
19. ds in water face anfwereth to face—fo 
doth the heart of man toman. Hence it is, 
that through all ages of the church, thofe 
who have invented /yfems for others, have 
con{tantly been mixing the peculiarities 
of fome or other which they have had in- 
vented for them :—there is therefore no fe- 


integrity, and fhone as lights in the world—fuch are 
well called—the alt of the earth (Matt. v. 13.) for it 
has been by the favour of their lives and doérines, 
that the whole ma/s has been preferved from total 
corruption. : 
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curity to be found from error, until a 
man is really and truly 


Nullius addictus jurare in verba magiftri. 
Hor. 
Friend * 19 all feéis—but blindly fworn to none. 
| FRANCIS. 

The Apofle, 1 Theff. ν. 21. fays, Try 
—prove—examine—doupaceTse—affay, as te- 
finers do metals, αὐ things ; hold faft that 
which is good.—Beloved, faith 1 Yohn iv. 1. 
Beheve nat every fpirit, but try the fpi- 
rits whether they are of Gov, becaufe many 
Sale prophets are gone out into the world, 
“But how is this ¢ria/ to be made ?—Not 
by the poor ineffectual fire of Auman «070: 
dom—but by putting what we hear or 
read into the furnace of divine truth, by 
fearching the fcriptures, comparing /piri- 
- tual things with fpiritual, and whatioeve 
will abide this, we may believe to be 
true ; for Gan’s truth, like His children 
that we read of Dan. ili. 27. the more it 
is tried, the more evidently will it appear 
to be his peculiar care, and the more glo- 
rious will it come forth, 

His having raifed up men from time 
to time, in all ages of the church, wha 
dared - thus to examine into the truth 

for 

% The author means, as far as chriftian love and 
charity call upon him to be fo. 


+ There are few more beautiful images in any 
poet whatfoever, than that, by which Mr. Prior re- 
; | prefents 
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for themfelves, and then to attack the /u- 
perftition of the day in which they lived, 
is to be reckoned among the foremoft of 
thofe fecond caufs; by which the truth 
hath been pref vved to us. Yet much re- 
mains to be done, and furely none, who 
call themfelves the real friends of man- 
kind, can help wifhing for the day, when 
thofe fhackles which have been fixed. 
upon the confciences of men by fprie/- 
craft, bigotry, and vulgar error, {hall all 
drop off, and when men {hall be bound, 
in all their actions towards Heaven and each 
other, by the ties of juffice, mercy, and 
the love of Gop—Matt. xxiii. 3. Luke 
xi. 42.—when whole 260010002 of feduced, 
ruined, and deferted females fhall ceafe to 


prefents the doubts and fears of the human mind, 
when determining fimply for itfelf, and the confi- 
dence and boldnefs with which it a¢éts, when it has 
vulgar opinion on its fide. 

Poor Arma, like a lonely deer, 

O’er hills and dales does doubtful err : 

With panting hafte, and quick furprize, 

From ev’ry leaf that ftirs, fhe flies ; 

‘Till, mingled with the neighbouring herd, 

She flights what erft fhe fingly fear’d ; 

And now, exempt from doubt and dread, 

She dares purfue, if they dare lead: 

As their example ftill prevails, 

She tempts the ftream, or leaps the pales. 


He then, quoth Dick, who, by your rule, 
‘Thinks for himfelf, becomes a fool. &c. 
Atma, Canto III. 
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pas through the fire of men’s 1018 to 70- 
foch, and to be offered at the fhrine of 
proflitution. ; 

Fable tells us, that feven noble Arhe- 
nians were annually given to be devoured 
by the monfter Minotaur; that this in- 
human cuftom prevailed until 700/20: flew 
the devourer :—we may fay of our prefent 
JSiftem of laws, relative to the commerce of 
the fexes, 


——— mutato nomine de te 
Fabula narratur 


Change but the name, the fable’s told of thee. 


only with this difference, that /feven vic- 
tims fatisfied the Cretan monfter, but not 
feventy—nor feven hundred—nor feven 
thoufand f/educed virgins are fufficient to 
complete the quota which is annually 
furnifhed, by the female fex, of facrifices 
to the monfter Proffitution. So it has 
long been, and fo it ftill muft be, until a 
reftoration of Gop’s moft Aoly and dene- 
jicent law {hall take place among us. 
Superftition is the offspring of human 
pride* and ignorance; as thefe are to be 


found 


* Thefe have always been faft friends to each 
other, and moft determined fves to all that can op- 
ofe their influence over the minds of men. The 
difficulties which they have laid in the way of all 
difcoveries or revivals of truth, in matters of human 
Science as well as of religion, are manifeft to all who 
are 


Ε τὸς 1 


found in the nature of every child of 
fallen Adam; fo, as thefe are more or 6 
fubdued by the power of divine truth, 
Juperftition will lefs or more bear its fway 

in religious matters. | 
By fuperftition, I would be under{tood 
to mean—a devotion which has no _founda- 
tion in the revealed will of Gop, and either 
70066 in the zmagrnation of the party, or 
owes its fanction to fome mi/~interpreta- 
7 


are acquainted with the hiftory of the world. When, 
after the darknefs of many ages, the firft dawn of 
learning and tafte began to appear in Europe, learned 
men in different countries began to cultivate a/fro- 
nomy: Galileo, a Florentine, about 1610, introduced 
the ufe of telefcopes, which difcovered new arguments 
in fupport of the motion of the earth, and con- 
firmed the old ones, which had before been made 
ufe of by Copernicus; but fuch were the pride and 
ignorance of mankind, and fuch the fury and bigo- 
try of the prizes, that Galileo was forced to re- 
nounce the Copernican fyftem as a damnable here/y. 
This very philofophy is now, as improved by Sir 
Ifaac Newton, adopted as the true fyftem of the 
univerfe. By this, and many other initances which 
might be given, we may judge how fmall the bias of 
popular opinion ought to be, where truth is concerned. 
This obfervation may be illuftrated ftill farther, if 
we confider the oppofition given to the introduction 
of the Quinguina or Fefuits bark, about the mid- 
dle of the laft century, now almoft univerfally ac- 
knowledged to be one of the greateft and beft re- 
medies in the whole province of medicine ;—and, in 
our time, how were the whole college alarmed at the 
fever powder introduced by Dr. Fames, now proved 
to be almoft a /pecific in inflammatory fevers ?—W hat. 
abufe and oppofition did Mr. Sutton incur, be- 

| caufe 
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2000 ΟΣ. ill-underfianding of the revelation 
ztfelf. Under the former head, we may 
rank the various /uperflitions of thofe na- 
tions on whom the light of Gon’s revela~ 
tion, as contained in the 2, hath not 
yet arifen. Under the /atter, we may in- 
clude many ftrange and indefenfible of7- 
nions, Which are maintained as fo many 
inviolable ¢ruths, even among thofe who 
are 216060 with the oracles of Gon, and 
who profefs to believe them. The church 
of Rome abounds in this fort of /uper- 
ftttion, infomuch that fhe will plead the 
wifdom of Gop, as revealed in fis word, 


caufe he introduced a method of preventing pa- 
tients in the /mall-pox from being ftewed to death 
by the ignorance of phy/ictans ? —now this very me- 
thod is become the moft approved practice. 


Catera de genere hoc (adeo funt multa) loguacem 
Delaffare valent F ABIUM. Hor, 
The numbers of like inftances we meet 

Would tire the moft Joguacious to repeat. 


The author therefore by no means thinks he ]גנ‎ 
efcape the obloquy of the world, for daring to pub-. 
lifh a treatife which militates fo diametrically againft 
the inveterate opinions, prejudices, and cuitoms 
which folly and /uperfition have eftablifhed among 
us. However, if he be but the inftrument of hold- 
ing forth the mind of the great moral Governor of 
the univerfe, 10 as to excite the attention of the can- 
did and inquifitive to ftill deeper refearches after 
it, fome abler and more refpectable pen may be the 
means of finifhing what is here begun, and men be 
prevailed upon, to confider the dreadful confequen- 
ces of a departure from that divine fy/fem, which 
was eftablifhed by infinite wifdom for the prefervation 
and continuation of the human f{pecies. ; 

or 
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for the maintenance of ab/urdities too pal- 
able and grofs to conceal themfelves 
from the ὍΣ of our outward fenfes ; 
yet believed, or profeffed to be believed, 
by whole natians of profefling Chri/ians, 
who are taught to look no farther than 
the authority of the church, and to {ubmit 
their ynderfiandings and canfciences to the 
dominion of men * like themfelues. A me- 
lancholy proof this of the /uperfiitzon and 
folly to which we are expofed, when 
‘once we can yield our affent to popular 
opinion, without giving ourfelves the 
trouble to fearch the fcriptures, as the Be- 
reans did (Acts xvil. 11.) and to enquire 
for ourfelves whether thefe things are fo. 
Free enquiry, when exercifed with an 
honeft defire to know and to do the will of 
Gop, is not only the privilege, but alfo 
the duty of every reafouable creature. ΤῸ 
believe a propofition becaufe it has the 
fanction of popular opinion, worldly cuftoms, 
and suman laws, may as well land us in 
Popery as in Proteftantifm, or in Heathenifm 
as in Chriflianity, or in any thing elfe 
which it is the fafhion to believe in the 


* There is fomething very fevere, but very true, 
in that farcafm on the ignorance of Romifh priefts, 
and the eredulity of the people, which AZ. De Vol- 
taire, in his tragedy of Oedipus, puts inte the mouth 
of Focafta | 

Nas Prétres ne font point ce qu'un vain peuple penfe; 

Notre credulité fait, toute leur {cience, = 


country 
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country where our lot is caft. Brethren, 
Mar raul, די‎ Cot. Xivs ads) bev nor 
children in underftanding, but in under- 
flanding be men. Saith 1 Pet. iii. 15. Be 
ready always to give an anfwer to every 
man that afketh you a reafon of the hope 
that 1s in you—that is, ἃ fcriptural, wife, 
and fold reafon. But how can this 6 
done, unlefs we acquaint ourfelves with 
fome better foundation of our hope, than 
the bare 1285 pixit, the mere " say 
** 807 of amy man, or 0 men put to- 

gether ? | 
One of the worft properties of /iper/i1- 
Zion is, that, when it becomes inve- 
terate, when grown old by long cuftom 
and ulage, having defcended from father 
to fon, from generation to generation, it 
is as difficult to eradicate it out of the 
body politic, as to expel a long, fixed, 
chronical difeafe out of the natural body. 
{n fome inftances, perhaps in mo/, no- 
thing but diffolution itfelf can 60660 it. 
‘The Pope’s {upremacy and infallibility— 
the doétrines of mafles for the quick and 
dead—indulgences—five of the /even fa- 
craments—the celibacy of priefts—tran- 
tubftantiation—the adoration of the hoft 
—the worfhip of images and relics— 
praying to the Virgin Mary—the inven- 
tion of purgatory—and other moft facred 
fuperfittions, are {o ingrafted into the very 
conftitution of the Romz/> church, ae 
they 
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they can never be deftroyed, without de- 
{troying that political fabric, which they 
call Tne cHuRCH, itfelf. This actually 
happened at the Reformation—thefe things 
being abolifhed, there was an end fo far 
of the church of Rome. 

When we reflect on the /uper/lition 
with regard to marriage, which has fo 
long reigned in the chriffian church, and 
is as much intervoven with our Jaws, as 
the other /uperffitions before mentioned 
once were, we may perhaps fear that this 
can never be deftroyed, without deftroying 
the whole fabric of thofe laws’ which 
fupport it. 

Still fuperftition is fuperftition, however 
venerated or dignified; and every man 
who endeavours to dete&t it, and to de- 
{troy its mifchievous fupremacy over the 
minds of men, is equally a friend to re- 
ligion and to mankind. The zealots on 
the fide of the /uper/fition will make an 
heavy cry againft the detecfor, as the Pa- 
pits did againft the Reformers, or as the 
Ephefians did againft Paul when he at- 
tacked their great Diana, whom all 
Asia and the world worfhipped, (Acts xix. 
20, 27.) by teaching, that they are no 
Gops which be made by hands. But our 
glorious Reformers, knowing that they had 
the truth of Gop on their fide, boldly 
pufhed on, as Pau/ on the fame principle 
had done before them; nothing could 

prevail 
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prevail תס‎ them to be filent in the ima 
portant caufe which they had undertaken, 
until, happily for themfelves; and for 
fucceeding getierations, they found the 
force of that faying—Magna eff veritas & 
prevalebit.— GREAT 18 THE TRUTH, 
AND WILL PREVAIL. — 

I would not be underftood as giving 
the name of fuperftition to every citcum- 
{tance of wor/hip and religion which is not 
to be found in the 2/2. Let all things 
be done decently and in order, is the ἀ1- 
rection of an infpired Apoffle, 1 Cor. xiv. 
40. Many things may be obferved and 
ufed for thefe purpofes, not only inno- 
cently, but with much expediency ; and 
while they are looked upon only in this 
light, they ought to have due reverence, 
and to be fubmitted to for thé Loxn’s Jake. 
1 Pet. ii. 12. But when once certain ap- 
pendages of human invention, are put in 
the place of, or made to fuperfede the | 
obligation of divine inftitutions, there they 
erect themfelves into /iperfiztions, and, fo 
far from claiming reverence, deferve * con- 
tempt and abborrence, more 6126014117 when 


* A ftronger cafe than any above hinted at, meets. 
us in the holy fcriptures. Uhe brazen ferpent, ordained 
by Gop Himfelf, as a glorious type of our once CRU- 
CIFIED, but xow EXALTED SAVIOUR, when, in af- 
ter times, it was abufed to the purpofes of /aper/iztion 
and idolatry, was broken to pieces by sing Hezekiah. 
Comp. Numb. xxi. 8. John iii, 14, 15. 2 Kings 
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they 
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they ate attended with rum, deffrudtion, 
and defolation to thoufands, whom the law 
of Gop was formed to protect and to pre~ 
ferve. 

I have before compared the 0/0/20 infti- 
tution of marriage to thofe other divine 
inflitutions of baptiin and the Lorp’s 
fupper, as equally ordained of Gop, there- 
fore equally exempt from the controul of 
man with ref{pect to its efence and od/iga- 
tion in Gon’s fight. Laws which men 
may make to alter or change thefe, are to 
be confidered as 72/2 facto null and void 
with regard to the confcience, otherwife 
the ordinances of Heaven might in time 
become no ordinances at all. Though 
the Pope has banifhed the cup from the 
adminiftration of the Lorp’s Supper, and 
thus abolifhed one half of the divine in- 
ftitution with refpect to the /aty, yet this 
cannot make the leaft alteration as to the 
éffence and obligation of the thing itfelf 
in Gon’s ‘fight; the entire /acrament re- 
mains juft where Curist left it, though 
man has put afunder what Gon hath joined 
together, So is it with the ordinance of 
marriage—thole who are joined together by 
that ordinance by which they are pronoun- 
ced one flefh, are fo, and muft remain fo by 
eri of the divine command, though all 
the legiflative bodies on earth were to 
meet together, and make a law to put 
them afunder. 
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Superfiition {ays otherwife.—It has long 
taught us to tread the ordinance of Gop 
under foot, to vacate its obligation, to 
deftroy its efficacy, to deny its validity ; 
and marriage is now fuppofed to confift in 
a human ceremony, adminiftered by a fellow-= 
creature, and that on tuch terms and condt- 
tions, as the fancy and imagination of man- 

kind have firft znvented and then impofed. 
Marriage was inftituted, and its one or- 
dinance appointed, thoufands of years be- 
fore there were buildings called churches 
or chapels—fteeples—bells—Popifh priefts— 
or mafs-books. Itis, as inftituted by the 
Gop of nature, fimply one and the /ame 
throughout all ages and generations, there- 
fore one and the fame as to its import, vali- 

dity, and obligation, in the fight of Gop. 
The particular laws which it pleafed 
the ALtmicuTy to ordain for the honour 
of his own moral government, and for the 
peace, welfare, and good order of /fociety 
in general, as well as for the protection 
and defence of the zrdividuals which com- 
pofe it, were clearly revealed by Gop at 
Mount Sinai, and committed to writing 
by Mojes. Thefe laws can never alter, 
much lefs give way to the /uper/fitious in- 
ventions of men, but ftand on record and 
bear their teftimony againft 11 
and unrighteoufnefs of men; notwithftand- 
ing a Popifh indulgence, or. the fanction 
of an ἀξ of parliament to the contrary. 

Thete 
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Thefe /zws declare, that 77. any man 6 
found lying with a woman Jéefrothed or 
married to an hufband, it is adultery in 
both, and BsoTu muff pie—but if with 
_avirgin not betrothed, fhe fhali be bis wife 
—he may not put ber away all bis days— 
BECAUSE HE HAS HUMBLED HER. The 
reafon here given is very plain and 
conclufive, but with ws it is no reafon 
at all, we (practically at leaft) read the 
law thus—/he fhall not be bis wife —bhe 
may put ber away when he pleafes, though 
he bas HUMBLED HER—Uunlefs a certain 
human being called a prizeff—reads out of 
a fervice-book a certain form of words, 
called a form of folemnization of matrimony 
—in a certain place, called a parifh church 
or chapel, and all this in cotnpliance with 
a certain human law made for that pur- 
pofe.—The whole is dependent on the 
humour of the parties, for if either be 
bafe or wicked enough to depart from 
their engagement before Gon, and to 16- 
fufe a compliance with the outward cere- 
mony, no legal reftraint is laid on their 
total departure from each other; they 
may utterly divorce each other for ever— 
and this, though Gonp’s Law _ pofitively 
forbids it, in words clear and. plain as 
if written with a /un-beam. 

Notwithftanding what is above ob- 
ferved, that which was, ftill 2s, and ever 
ἡ Vou. 1 1 will 
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will be, the Divine mind and will upon the 
fubje&t of marriage, and of that ordi- 
nance by which it is effected in the fight 
of Gop. No outward ceremony could add 
to its obligation, and accordingly we find 
no trace of any fuch thing in the fcrip- 
ture ; the ceremonial appointment of the 
paying the fifty fhekels to the damfel’s fa- 
ther, feems to be the only outward recog- 
nition. of the contract which appears under 
the law of Mofes; but not a veftige do 
we find of the interference of prieffs, or 
rites and ceremonies of matrimony being any 
part of the temple fervice. The ‘fews indeed 
in after times invented many rites and ce- 
remonies * upon the occafion ; but as none 
of thefe-are to be found in holy writ, 
they cannot be fuppofed in the leaft ef- 
fential to the ordinance of marriage. + 

appears 


* A particular account of thefe may be feen in 
Broughton, Hift. Lib. vol. ii. p. 179. None of them 
are to be found in the law of Mafes, but confift of 
various inventions of their own; though one in 
particular, mentioned Matt. xxv. 1--7. feems to 
have, been borrowed from the heathen cuftoms—that of 
the bridegroom conduting the bride to his houfe by 
the light of torches at night. | A 


Νύμφας σ᾽ ἐκ ϑαλάίμων, δαΐδων ד הסח‎ 
Ἡγίνεον avd ἐςυ, πολὺς A ὑμέναιος ὀρώρει" 

Hom. Il. 5. 1. 4902---ἃ. - 
Along the ftreet the new-made brides are led, 


With tarches flaming, to the nuptial bed. Popr. 
ἢ 50 
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appears from fome paflages of fcripture; 
as John ii. τ. Matt. xxit. 2. &c. that it 
was ufual for the parties to call their 
friends and neighbours together, and to 
make a_fea/? * or entertainment on the oc- 
cafion; but this was no more a part of 
the marriage, than the קש‎ coronation 
dinner is a part of his ¢it/e to tae crown; 
hor can any human ceremony add any 
more to the validity of a marriage in the 
fight of Gop, than the coronation itfelf 
does to the dimg’s right to the throne of 
thefe realms: this indeéd is a folemn re- 
cognition, a public notification of fome- 
thing which exifted before, but does: not 
in the leaft add to its validity in the fight 
of Gop. If a King of England was to 
die before his coronation, he would die as 
—feally King of England as if he had fur- 
vived that ceremony, and the crown 
would equally defcend to the heir appa-~ 


So Virtin, Ecl. viii. ver. 29% 
Mopfe novas incide faces; tibi ducitur uxor. | 
--- prepare the lights, 
O Mopfus, and perform the bridal rites. 
DRYDEN. © 


--7- 


The glorious ufe which our 0186850 Saviour 
makes of this cuftom, in that beautiful and inftruc- 
tive parable of the ten virgins, is well knowns 

* The word yepos fignifies a marriage-feaf'in John. 
il, 1. So γαμὲς; Matt. xxii..2, 3, 4. See Tobit. 
Vill. 19. Xi. 10. | 
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rent.—So a man and a woman jomed toge- 
ther according to Gop’s ordinance, though 
they died before any outward human cere- 
mony, would die juft as much Aufband 
and wife in Gop’s account, as if all the 
fervices which men ever invented had 
been red over them. ‘This in every cafe 
—no prior engagement on the man’s fide 
was pleadable in bar of the divine Jaw ; its 
obligation affected all men alike, nothing 
could vacate or fet it afide more with re- 
{pect to ove man than another. The words 
of the law, as hath been before fhewn 
at large, do not authorize any exception, 
and where any is made, it is not Gop 
but man that makes it, but with no more 
‘authority than the cup is denied to the 
Popifh laity in the Lorn’s Supper—this 
wants {cripture for its warrant, and fo 
doth the other.—!n fhort, human autho- 
rity militates againft the word of Gop— 
The prophets prophefy falfly, (faith Jer. 
v. 31.) and the priefis bear rule by their 
means—and the people love to have tt fo.—Noa 
doubt, while they can gratify their paf{-~ 
fions, without the leaft obligation to pro- 
tector provide for as their wives, the 
virgins they debauch, they will love the 
Jiperftition which indulges them, and hate 
the /ew which reftrains them—they will 


contend for the ‘rule of priefts in the affair 


of marriage, and believe that without 
“<a their 


ב ל | 


their interference, there can be no mar- 
riage allowed, or divorce forbidden. | 
How this /uper/tition fhould firft arife in 
the Chriftian church, is very accountable 
from the propenfity of the human mind 
towards inventions of its own in religious 
matters. The children of Adam are very 
apt to tread in the fteps of their מ‎ pa- 
rents, and to be wife above what 1s com- 
manded. . 16 flatters the pride of the heart, 
when fome {cheme of /eeming piety is in- 
vented, which bids fair to fet the projec- 
tor, in his own opinion at leaft, above the 
level of more /criptural profeffors. We 
fhould never have heard of works of * /u- 
pererogation, if there were not a much 
higher gratification of human pride, and 
161-6020618, in thinking we do over and 
above what Gop hath commanded, than 
in walking by the plain written rule of 
Gop’s word. Wehave but to read the 


* We may obferve, that the laws of Gop have 
Been profaned and infulted two ways: 1. By invent- 
zng works which they have not commanded: 2. By 
making fin where they have made none. As for the 
trade of fin-making, it has been a very lucrative 
branch of commerce to the church of Rome, by in- 
creafing the demand for ficences, indylgences, difpen- 
fations, &c. Lam forry to be obliged to confefs, that 
our Proteftant church is not quite clear of this trafice— 
If-a matter is evil in it/elf, what licence or difpenfa- 
tion can juftify it? if it be mot evil, what need of 
licence or difpenfation ? unlefs it be, that fome are to | 
gain by the credulity of others, 
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hiftories of the Popifh faints, and we fhall 
find fome uncommanded heights of mor- 
tification, bear a price beyond all-the /erip- 
tural {elf-denial which is to be met with 
——an hair fhirt—a girdle with iron fpikes 
in it—miacerating the body by auftere faft- 
ing—or lacerating the flefh with whips and 
{courges —together with other uncom- 
manded inftances of the dd@edea auparoe, 
which the Apofile mentions—Col. 11. 29. 
—will fet a Popifh afcetic into a ftate of 
{piritual pride little fhort of madnefs :-- 
the cell—the cloyfter—the abflaining from 
meats, which Gen hath-created to be received 
with thank/eiving, of them which believe and 
know. the truth (1 Tim. 111. 4.); but above 
all—farbidding to marry (ver. 3.) though 
rendering millions * of men and women 
_ ufelefs in their generation, and, as far as 
in them lies, deftroyers of the human {pe- 
cies, contrary to the primary decree of 
Heaven, Gen. i, 28.—all thefe are look- 
ed upon as the + heights of pur7ty and re- 
ligious perfection, = 

| , Thefe 


* Monkery was pretty well eftablifhed in the time 
of Conftantine, early in the fourth century. It began 
in. the eafferncountries, in 0001, Paleftine, and Per- 
fia, before it was introduced into the we/ferz parts of 
the Koman empire. In the fourth century, the num- 
bers of monks and nuns, in Aigypt alone, amounted to 
ninety-/ix thoufand, See ‘fortin’s Remarks, yol. ik 
1655 173: 

+ How far they proved fo, may be feen in Burnet, 


Lite 
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Thefe things were forefeen and foretold 
by that Spirit which knoweth what is in 
man—fee Tim. iv. 1, &c.—The apofiles 
were 16296617 cold in their graves, when 
thefe feducing fpirits, transforming them- 
felves into angels of light, began to work. 
One grand defign of Satan, in all that 
he does, is the deftruction of the Auman 
race; hence we may account for thofe 
plans of celibacy which make fuch a 
figure in the hiftory of the ΟΡ ΩΣ 
church. Dr. William Cave, a celebrated 
hiftorian of primitive Chriffianity, in ch.v. 
tells us, that ‘* the C4rifians of * thofe 

“ἐς. times 


Hift. Reform. vol. i. p. 101. and in Aii/?. of Popery, 
vol. 11. p. 431, 432-—When vifitors were appointed by 
Hen. VIII. to enquire into the /andfzty of the mona- 
fieries—the above-mentioned authors have recorded 
the black return which was made. See alfo Fuller, 
Ghurch Hift. \ib. vi. 


. * >> The fathers began from early times to talk 
*> weakly and injudicioufly upon the fubject of mar- 
*> riage, and to cry up a fingle life above meafure. 
>> ‘Till, about the time of Con/fantine, notions were 
>> entertained, which afterwards helped to fill the 
*> world with drones, mendicants, fanatics, and 
** imaginary demoniacs, not to mention other bad 
> 

> Ambrofe, in the fourth century, was a violent 
κε ftickler for celibacy, and affirms, that Alexandria, 
>> Afric, and the 20/0, where there was the greateft 
*> number of religious virgins, were therefore more 
*> populous than other countries.” ‘Fortin, vol. ii. 
297,298. A fentiment worthy St. Patrick himfelf ! 
*> In the fifth century, Sa/vian, and other cele- 
| 1 4 «ὁ brated 
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** times were fo far from breaking in upon 
““ unchafte embraces, that they frequently 
** abftained even from /awful pleafures, 
‘and kept themfelves even-from the 4o- 
>> nourable and undefiled bed, never mar-~ 
>> rying all their life. We are, fays Oc- 
tavius, chafte in our {peech, and chafte 
in our bodies, and very many of us, tho’ 
> we do not boaft of it, do inviolably pre- 
%> ferve a perpetual virginity; and are fo 
*« far from any extravagant defires after 
>> inceftuous mixtures, that many ftand at 
*¢ a diftance from the moft chafte and mo- 
>> deft embraces. Thus Yuffin Martyr 
<* tells the emperors, that, among the 
** Chriftians, there were a great many of 
>> either fex, who for fixty or feventy 
* years had kept themfelves fingle and 
**> uncorrupt, and he withed that the like 
>> could be fhewn in all * other forts of 
>> men.” Here was a foundation laid for 
people in after times to combine them- 


>> brated writers, gave it as their opinion, that none 
«© were truly and perfectly holy, but thofe who αὖτ 
>> Rained from matrimony.” Mofh. vol. i. p. 255, 
In the fixth century began the reign of intellectual 
darknefs, which lafted for a thoufand years, under 
the fuperftition and buffoonery of the church of Rome, 
till it began to be difpelled by the Proteftant refor- 
mation in the fixteenth century, 


* How glorioufly would this have increafed the 
devil’s triumph over that primary command — Be frui{- 


ful and multiply, and replenifh the earth | 
| felves 
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felves into diftinét 100101168, to confider 
marriage as a lefs pure ftate than celibacy, 
and therefore to bind themfelves under 
vows of perpetual chaftity, as they called it. 
Indeed 10 early as the /econd century, there 
were a fet of people who called marriage 
>> a carnal thing, and unlawful for = 
‘* ¢ians under the gofpel.” | 
Thofe zealots among the primitive /2- 
thers and Chrifiians, who thought ** mar- 
>> riage for once allowable, yet held it ina 
«© fecond * inftance inexcufable.” Dr. Cave, 


* The Romans held it difhonourable for a woman 
to marry twice ; they judged it to be a criminal in- 
continence, and a tacit breach of the promifes made 
in her firft marriage. Hence Virgil, in thofe beau- 
tiful lines, makes Dido, the widow of Sicheus, fay—_ 


Sed mihi vel tellus optem prius ima debifcat, 
Vel Pater omnipotens adigat me fulmine ad umbrasy 
| Pallentes umbras Erebi, noétemque profundam, 
Ante pudor quam te violo, & tua jura refalvo. 
Ille meos, primus qui me fibi junxit, amores 
Abjiulit ; ille habeat fecum, fervetque fepulchra. 
But firft let yawning earth a paffage rend, 
And let me through the dark abyfs defcend ; 
Firft let avenging Jove, with flames from high, 
Drive down this body to the nether fky, | ΐ 
Condemn’d with ghofts in endlefs night to lie ; 
Before I break the plighted faith I gave: 
No; he who had my vows fhall ever have, ‘ 
Τοῦ whom 1 lov’d on earth, I worfhip in the grave. 
| Dryven. 


When we compare this with 1 Cor. vii. 39. Heb. 
xiii. 4. and other paflages in fcripture, we fhall find, 
that the notion about fecond marriages, refembled 
fleatheni/m more than Chriftianity, | 


IN 
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i a very commendable zéal for the virtues 
ef thefe people, throws the beft veil he 
ean over their follies, and makes the δε 
excufe he can mvent for them.—** Indeed 


it cannot be denied,” fays he, * but 
that many of the antient fathers—Ter- 
tulhan, Cyprian, Hierom, and others, did 


inveigh againit /ecoud marriages with too 


much ditternefs and feverity, violently 


prefling many paflages in feripture to 
ferve the caufe, frammmy the {tring many 


times till it 0/00/00 again, and not 


flicking to cenfure and condemn /écond 
marriages as little better than adu/tery. 


Hear what one of their apologiffs fays to 
it: —Amongit us, every man remains as 
“he was born, or engages himfelf in one 


only marriage; for as for /écond mar- 
riages, they are but a more plaufible or 
decorous kind of adultery, our Lorp 
affuring us, that whofoever putteth away 
bis wife, and taketh another, committeth 
adultery :—which text, as alfo another 
of like importance, how perverfely he 
interprets, and impertinently applies ta 


his purpofe, 1 am not willing to re- 


member.” | | 
However abfurd fuch an interpretation of 


the above fcripture may appear to us, be-~ 
caufe we are not involved in all the /uper/iz- 
tion of thofe days, yet it is not more fo than 
interpreting the words as fome of our more 


modern 


] 493 3 


modern commentaters..do, to condemn 
polygamy.—Putting away a wife by a bill of 
divorcement, and marrying another, is at leaft 
as good a phra/e for putting a dead woman 
under ground, and marrying a Pipes as for 
taking twe wives together, or for keeping a 
living one, and taking another to her. | 

St. Ferome (as he is called) who lived 
in the 4th, and in the beginning of the 
5th century, actually wrote 3281106 mar- 
riage, and numbers it among thofe things 
which are per fe mala ac vitiofa—* evil and 
>> vicious in themfelves.”—See Beza on 
1 Cor. vii. 1. No wonder that this four 
monk of Paleftine fhould inveigh fo bitterly 
as he did again{t fecond marriages of all 
forts. | 

It has been remarked, that of all the 
Spey of virginity, JEROME feems to 

ave performed his part the beft; who 
calls Euftochtum the nun his lady, becaufe 
fhe was the /poufe of his Lord, and reminds 
the mother of this lady, that the had the 
honour to be 620 כ‎ 5 mother-in-law—Socrus 
Dei. ‘fortin, Rem. on Eccl. Hift. vol. ii. 
Pp. 170. 

Ambrofe, Prefect and afterwards bithop 
of Milan, who alfo lived in the 4th cen- 
tury, was a violent declaimer in favour of 
virginity, and, in a treatife on that fubject, 
he exhorts ** girls to enter into nunneries,. 
** though againft the will of their parents.” 
Fortin, Tb, 176, | 

| The 
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The progrefs of /uper/lition in this 4th 


century, and the erroneous notions which 
prevailed, excited the zeal of many to 
ftem the torrent. The moft eminent of 
thefe worthy oppofers was ‘fovinian, an 
Ktalian monk; who, towards the con- 
clufion of this century, taught firft at 
Rome, and then at Milan, that “ thofe who 
* pafled their days.in unfociable celibacy, 
** were not more acceptable in the eyes of 
* Gop, than thofe who lived virtuoufly 
* in the bonds of marriage.”.. Thefe and 
ether judicious opinions, which many be- 
gan to adopt, were firft condemned by the 
ehurch of Rome, and afterwards by Ambrofe, 
im a council held at Milan, anno 390. The 
emperor Honorius feconded thefe authori- 
tative: proceedings by the violence of the 
fecular arm—an{wered the judicious rea- 
fonings of ‘fovinan by the terror of coer- 
616 and penal laws—and banifhed this 
pretended Aeretic to the ifland Boa. ‘Fo- 
vinian publifhed his opinions in a book, 
againft which ‘ferome, in the following 
century, wrote a moft bitter and abutive 
treatife, which is {till extant. See Mo- 
fheim, Edit. Maclaine, vol, 1. 203, 204. | 

- In the beginning of the sth century a- 
rofe Vigilantius, a man remarkable for his | 
learning and eloquence, who was born in 
Gaul, and went from thence into Spa, 
where he performed the functions of a 


presbyter, 
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prefoyter. This man, honouring % 
word above the fraditions and fuperftitions 
of thofe times, boldly ftept forth, and 
bore his teftimony againit the opinions and 
manners of the reigning demagogues, and 
e{pecially on the fubjects of cefbacy and 
marriage, together with the ridiculous auf- 
terities of a monajiic life. “There were, 
among the Gallic and Spanifh bifhops, 46- 
veral that fided with Vigi/antius; but Fe- 
rome, the great monk of the 306 48 
this bold reformer with {uch bitternefs and 
fury, that nothing but his filence could 
preferve his /fe, from the intemperate rage 
of bigotry and fuperfiition. And the name 
of good Vigilantius remains ftill in the / 
of. heretics ; which is acknowledged to 6 
authentic by thofe, who without any re- 
gard to their own judgment, or the de- 
clarations of fcripture, followed blindly 
the decifions of antiquity. See Mofbein, 

vol. 1.255, 256. | 
‘Jerome's Epiftle againtt Vigilantius is a 
curiofity in its kind, and may be found in 
the collection printed at Tournay, duodeci- 
mo, p. 6o1. He fets out with obferving 
how many ‘‘ monffers have appeared in the 
‘* world, fuch as Centaurs, Syrens, Cerbe- 
** rus, the Chimera, Geryon, &c.” At lait 
Vigilantius 18 introduced as one of the 
greatelt monjflers of all, ““ who,” he tells 
us, ** with an unclean fpirit fights againft 
| , MB πιο 
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ὅς the Spirit of Crist; for that he calls 
‘* continency, herefy—-and cha/fity, the 
> feminary of luft.”—In fhort, the poor 
man had written on the 262916 01 mar- 
riage, and plainly faw what muft be the 
end of the pretended fchemes of cha/tity, 
which the monks had efpoufed. But Ferome 
proceeds —‘* Proh nefas! Epifcopos fui 
>> {celeris dicitur habere confortes, fi ta- 
*> men Epi/copt nominandi funt, qui non 
>> ordinant Dzaconos, 18 prius uxores 
*> duxerint, nulli celibi credentes pudi- 
*> citiam, & nifi pregnantes viderint uxo- 
*> res clericorum, infantefque de ulnis 
*> matrum vagientes, CHRIsT1 facramenta 
%> non tribuunt. Quid facient orientis 66- 
% clefie? Quid Aigypti & fedis apofto- 
> lice, que, aut virgines clericos acci+ 
‘* piunt, aut continentes, aut, fi uxores 
*> habuerint mariti effe defiftunt? Hoc 
«ς docuit Dormitantius \ibidini frena per- 
*> mittens, & naturalem carnis ardorem, 
‘© qui in adolefcentia plerumque fervefcit, 
>> fuis hortatibus duplicans, immo extin- 
** guens coitu feeminarum: ut nihil fit 
*> quo diftemus a porcis, quo differamus 
* ב‎ brutis animantibus, quo ab equis de 
> guibus {criptum eft—Egui infanientes in 
“© feminas fachi funt mibt: unufquifque in 
> uxorem proximt fui hinniebat. Jer. v. 8. 
> Hoc eft quod loquitur per David Spiri- 
* tus Sanctus—Nolite fieri ficut equus & 

ai . ** 4 


] ey [ 

mulus quibus non eft 70000000 & rurfurn 
de Dormitantio & 100118 eyjus—In chamo 
ὃς freno maxillas eorum conftringe, qui 
non approximant ad 16.7---** O abomi- 
nable fhame! he (Vigilanizus) is faid to 
have difbops partners of his wickednefs, 
if fuch are to be called di/bops, who do 
not ordain deacons unlefs they firft be 
married—believing there is no chattity 
in a fingle man; and unlefs they fee the 
wives of the clergy pregnant, and in- 
fants crying in the arms of their mo- 
thers, they do not commit to them the 
power of adminiftering the /acraments 
of CHRIST. | 
>> ‘What muft the Eaffern churches do 
What thofe of Agypt and of the apoj- 
tolical {66 -- (1. e. Rome)/—who receive 
clergy that are virgins, or continent, or 
who, if they have wives, ceafe from 
being hufbands ? 

** Thus taught Dormitantius” (N. B.—a 


Si pun on the name of Vigilantius ) ** giving 


the reins to licentiou{nefs ; and doubling, 
by his exhortations, the natural ardor 
of the fleth, which ufually grows warm 
in youth, yea, even extinguithing it by | 


_intercourfe with women. So that there 


may be nothing in which we fhould 
be diftinguifhed from dogs, or in which 
we fhould differ from brute δες, and 
even the horfés—concerning which it is 

9 >> written 
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written—Raging for women, they are be» 
come to me as horfes; every one neighed 
*> after his neighbour's wife. Jer. v. 8. 
* ‘This is what the Hoty Spirit fpeaks 
** by Davip—Be ye not lke to horfe or 
>> mule, which have no underftanding—and 
** again, concerning Dormuitantius and his 
<< fellows—Conftrain their gaw-bones with a 
56 bit and a bridle, left they approach unto 
56 thee.” Pf. xxxil. g. | 
The reader has here a fample of the 
{pirit of thofe times with regard to mar- 
viage, particularly of the ckrgy; likewile 
of the candour, fairnefs, and good man- 
ners, with which thofe were treated, who 
dared, like Vigilantzus, to ftep forth in the 
caufe of fcripture, common fenfe, and truth, 
againtt fuperfiition, folly, and error; alfo 
of the ridiculous abufe and perverfion of 
{cripture, in order to maintain the reign- 
ing fuperfittion. Laftly, we may obferve, 
in what ‘ferome fays, about ““ the dz/hops 
‘© refufing to ordain deacons unlefs ¢heir 
>> aves were with child,’ ὅτε. that a little 
lying and fcandal was efteemed of fingular 
—ufe. See defore, vol. 1. p. 303. τ 
It fhould feem that the feverity with 
regard to fecond marriages was afterwards 
relaxed, as to the /arty at leaft; but a third 
was prohibited by feveral councils; and 
the emperor Leo, in the gth century, 
publifhed an edict, fubjecting thofe who 
married 
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married 22/06, to the penalties which had 
been decreed againft them by the antient 
councils. However, this emperor was fairly 
caught in his own fmare; for when he 
wanted to revoke that edict in his own 
cafe, the clergy would not {uffer it. 

The emperor Leo, who reigned at Con- 
ftantinople, married four times, for which 
the then Patriarch excommunicated him. 
He begged to be reftored, but in vain; upon 
which he depofed Nicolaus Myfticus, who had 
excommunicated him, from the patriarch- 
ate, confined him to a monaftry, and placed 
one Euthymius Syncellus in his room. This 
occafioned a fchifm in the church, fome 
of the clergy fiding with Nécolaus, fome 
with Enthymius. ‘Though Enthymius re- 
160766 Leo to the communion of the faith- 
ful, yet he refolutely oppofed him, when, 
by the advice of the fenate, he was about 
to publifh an edict, declaring it awful to 
marry a fourth time. Nor would the 
clergy fuffer the emperor to revoke his for- 
mer edict again{ft thofe who married thrice. 
See dnt. Univ. ΗΠ}. vol. xvii. p.79. 

By all this we may learn, how early the’ 
myflery of iniquity began to work, in a com- 
bination of church and fate, againft the 
prerogative of Heaven, with refpect to 
marriage, by men taking upon themfelves 
to decide upon the /aw/ulne/s or unlawfulne/s 
of marriages, either independently on the 
{criptures, or in total oppofition to them ; 
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likewife to mifinterpret and mifapply them 
to juftify their proceedings. 

But to return to the primitive Chri/tzans. 
Had thefe people attended properly to the 
{criptures, inftead of the workings of their 
own imaginations, they would not have 
been led into a difparagement of marriage, 
either when entered into in 026 or more in- 
ftances. As to marriage itfelf, it was in- 
ftituted when man ftood in the Lkene/s and 
image of Gon, in a ftate of much higher 
purity and holine/s than any can now know 
on this fide heaven; therefore it muft have 
been in all refpects confiftent with /uch a 
| 1106. One of the ¢wo perfons recorded in 
{cripture to have been tran/lated into heaven, 
that he fhould not fee death (Heb. xi. 5.) 
was a married man; nor did he keep him- 
{elf “ from the Aonourable and undefiled 
>> bed;” for it is faid, Gen. v. 22. And 
Enocu walked with Gon, after he begat 
Methufaleb, 300 years, and begat fons and 
daughters. 

As to fecond marriages, the calling them 
“© adultery and whoredom,” was a monttrous 
_fiuperflition, amounting to a denial of the 
icriptures, which abfolutely allowed them 
as lawful and good, even on the woman's 
fide. Thus Paul, in allufion to the law of 
Mofes, Rom. vii. 3. So then if while her huf- 
band hveth fhe be married to another man, fhe 


fhall be called an adulterefs ; but if her buf- 


band 
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band be dead, fhe is free from that law, fo 
that fhe is no adulterefs, though foe be mar= 
ried to another man. And again—The wife 
ἦς bound by the law as long as her hufband 
liveth ; but if her hufband be dead, fhe ts at 
liberty to be married to whom fhe will, &c. 

2 Cor. vi. 14. Comp. 1 Tim. v. 14. 

So that we fee what little dependence is 
to be placed on primitive fathers and Chri/> 
tians, or indeed on any thing elfe but the 
written word of Gop itfelf—compared 
with itfelf-explained by itfelf. The truth 
we come at by thefe means is fure and 
{tedfaft, and may fafely be relied upon, 
though all the world fhould agree to think 
otherwife. 

Dr. Cave, who, as was obferved, has 
endeavoured to foften the * abfurdities of 


₪ thefe 


* The farther we fearch, the*more will the num- 
ber of their abfurdities increafe upon us: witnefs 
fome of the fathers and moralifis, mentioned by Atha- 
nafius Vineentius, in his Notes on Lheoph. Aletheus ; 
who held, that, ** Scortatio cum propria uxore com* 
*> mitti poteft, cum non liberorum quzrendorum 
Ὡς caufa, fed ad explendam libidinem, vel cum preg- 
*> nante aut lactante res 2206001." ‘* That a man 
*> may be faid to commit whoredom with his own 
*> wife, when he hath intercourfe with her, not for 
>> the fake of having children, but to fatisfy his de- 
>> fires, or when fhe is with child, or gives fuck.” 
If this be the cafe, how is marriage any remedy 
againft fornication ? and what becomes of the wpo/fle’s 
--/ they cannot contain, let them marry ; for it is better 
to marry than 10 burn? τ Cor. vil. 9. How can a 
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1616 good folks as much as סק‎ 11016 fays, 
p- go. ** Though the fathers and antient 
** councils were thus fevere in this cafe 
(of /econd marriages) yet the rigour of 
*> their cenfure will be much abated, if 
what fome tell us be true, that many of 
their pafflages are not levelled againft 
fuccefive marriages, but againft having 
two wives at the fame time; for, as a 
*> learned man has obferved, there were 
“* three forts of digamy: 1. A man’s hay- 
*> ing two wives at once: 2. When, the 
*> former wife being dead, he married a 
>> fecond time: 3. When a man on flight 
““ caufe put away his wife by a bill of di- 
*> vorce, and married another.” With 
regard to this /a/f, it certainly could not 
be inveighed againft too feverely ; for it is 
contrary to the very inftitution of mar- 
riage, that a man /hould put away his wife 
for any caule, except for fornication; as 
CuristT proves to the multitudes, Matt, 
v. 32. and to the Pharifees, Matt. xix. 4, 
beer és | 


man burn the lefs for having a wife, if he is to have. 
no accefs to her for many months together, or in- 
deed, on fuch principles, mot at all, after fhe has 
done breeding? Yet fuch was the wifdom of Am- 
brofe, Ferom, Origen, and others, who, in fuch in- 
ftances, by becoming: wi/er and holier than the fcrip- 
tures, were the intitruments of Satan, to enfnare the 
confciences of thofe who had folly enough to believe 
what they faid. Comp. 1 Cor. vii. 5. 
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= As to the two firft, namely, * a man’s 
*> having two wives at once, and a man’s 
** marrying a /econd after the death of his 
> firft,” however Dr. Cave, or any other 
of their apologi/ts, may endeavour to ‘‘abate 
** the afperity of their cenfures,’ they 
both were efteemed by the 401166) 64 
and primitive fathers equally * unlawful ; 
which is not to be wondered at, when 
marriage itfelf was fo much fpoken a- 
gain{t, as a ftate of /e/s + purity and per- 
fection than celibacy, confequently the more 
and the offener a man engaged in marriage, 
the more mipure he muft be. But the 
truth is, that there is /2 impurity what- 
foever in marriage, though often or but 


* In the Neocefarienfian council, anno 314, it was 

decreed—** Prefbyterum convivio fecundarum nuptia- 
*> rum interefle non 062676. ** ‘That a prefbyter 
ἐς ought not to be prefent at a feaft of fecond nup- 
tials.”? “he canonifts faid, that ** an iteration of 
marriage was contrary to all honefty; or, if it 
“ could be admitted into the number of hone/? things, 
>> it muft be called hone/f whoredom. Some faid, that 
though it might be lawful, according to St. Paul, 
yet it was fere fornicatio—almoft fornication.” 
+ This notion, and all its pretenfions to purity, 
was no better than Heatheni/m ; for among the Ro- 
mans, ** when the bride was brought home to her 
‘* hufband’s houfe, fhe was not to touch the thre/h- 
2/0, but was lifted over it by main ftrength, be- 
>> caufe the threfbold, being facred to Veffa, a moft 
>> chafte goddefs, ought not to be defiled by one 
>> in fuch circumftances.” Broughton, Hift. Lib. 
vol. ile 179. 
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6006 entered into. Abraham, who had - 
more wives than one at a time, is not re~- = 
corded as /e/s pure than I/aac, who-appears 
to have had but ove; nor is 7/2006 {aid to 
be more pure than his fon facob, who had 
Jour; we read of them all in an equal 
ftate of glory in the kingdom of heaven, 
Matt. vill. 11, but of no reproof on 
Gon’s part, or forrow or repentance on 
their part, on account of their different 
tuations while on earth. 

The Juperfition of its being finful to 
have ¢wo wives in fucceffion, remained ἃ 
great while in the church; however the 
Proteftant reformation helped us to the 
fiat. of Edw. VI, (fee before vol. i. 
p. 206.) which diflipated men’s fears 
upon that fubject; but with 161066 to 
having ¢wo wives at a time, we are ftill 
taught to look upon it in as horrible a 
light, asthe primitive Céhriffians did on 
having a fecond after the death of the 
ἤν. This fuperfiition has been fo uni- 
formly and fuccefsfully kept alive, that 
the reprobation of polygamy in the Criffian 
church (our weftern part of it at leaft) is 
as univerfal, as the belief of tranfubfan- 
tiation or purgatory was before the Pro- 
teftant reformation. In fhort, the /uper- 
fiition is inveterate, we may almoft be 
faid to fuck it in with our mother’s 
milk; it faftens upon us in our very in- 

| - | 
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fancy, it grows up with us—we know 
not how to get rid of it, nor ever fhall, 
till, as at the above glorious period, men 
will dare to fearch, think, and judge for 
themfelves, and thus emancipate their 
underftandings from the flavery of vu/- 
gar * prejudice and popu/ar opinion. 
The Statute de Bigamis, 4 Edw. I. 


6. 5. oufted a man of his clergy, if he 
had 


* In Mr. Coxe’s Sketches of Switzerland—an en- 
tertaining, inftructive, and fenfible performance, 
Jately publifhed—he fpeaks of the Abbey of Einfidlin, 
in the canton of Schweitz, and adds—‘** The ridi- 
>> culous tales they tell of the origin and ageran- 
dizement of this abbey, are fo many melan- 
> choly inftances of the credulity of the darker 
‘ages. That they are ftill believed in the prefent 
enlightened century, muft be attributed to the 
force of habitual prejudice; and at the fame time 
proves, how difficult it is for the human mind 
to fhake off thofe fuperftitious errors, which it 
* has early imbibed under the 122611860 name of 
*> religion.” P. 75, 76, 

Another inftance mentioned of the force of cuf- - 
tom and prejudice over the human mind is to be 
found p. 488. 

*¢ At Bafil the clocks go an hour fafter than thofe 
“* of the reft of Europe. Several reafons are affigned 
>> for this ; one is, that the /un-dial on the outfide 
5> of the cathedral, by which the town-clock is regu- 
>> Jated, declines fomewhat, as the building does, 
from the eaft, which occafions a variation from 
96 the true time, | 
*> A motion has often been made, in the fovereion 
council, to have the town-clock regulated pro- 
>> perly, but conftantly rejected. The people would 
think their liberties invaded, if fuch regulation 
66 was made, 
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had been twice married—the 1 Jac. c. τας 
would Aang a man that has ¢wo wives, but 
for the benefit of clergy; and no doubt 
thefe laws have, in their fevera] days, 
ferved to ftrengthen the caufe of Juper- 
fition, by annexing public zzfamy, as well 
as punt{hment, to the fuppofed crimes of 
bigamy and polygamy. With regard to 
‘adultery, or with re{pect to the feduction 
and debauchery of virgins, and then 
‘abandoning them, the adulterer or /fe- 


> A few years ago, it was fecretly agreed by fome 
>> Jeading men in the town, to have the dial turned 
*> half a minute each day, till the fhadow fhould 
>> imperceptibly point to the true hour. This ex- 
+“ pedient was accordingly put in praétice, and 
>> the town-clock had already loft three quarters af 
** an hour ; when an accident difcovered the plot, 
*> and the magiftrates were compelled to place the 
*> dial in the place in which it ftood before, and 
>> to have the town-clock regulated by it as ufual. 
>> Indeed long-eftablifhed cuftoms, however indif- 
.** ferent or ridiculous, are apt to lay fo ftrong an 
>> hold on vulgar minds, as to become fometimes 
>> dangerous, always dificult to be altered ;—I 
>> need not remind you how long it was before 
>> we could be perfuaded in England to reckon our 
ἐς years according to the general mode of compu- 
*> tation received by the reft of Europe.” 

Thus far Mr. Coxe—to whofe laft obfervation, I 
cannot forbear adding an anecdote of a certain pious 
old woman, who could not be perfuaded, but that 
>> all our national troubles and misfortunes, which 
*+ have befallen us fince the year 1751, have been 
>> fo many judgments upon us for ftriking eleven 
* days out of the kalendar, and, by this means, 
‘ having fewer Sundays than we had before.” 
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ducer may be found in what is called 
the beft companies ; be treated with civi- 
lity, and even refpect; while the poly- 
gamift is arrefted for felony—fent to prifon 
—tried before a court of criminal judica- 
ture—rendered infamous for life, and, 
thanks to the benefit of the clergy, that 
he is not dragged to a gibbet, and put to 
death ! 

The foundation of all this is, the w/- 
dom of man exalting itfelf againit the 
wifdom of Gop; hence it is that men 
devife laws which are contrary to the law 
of Gop, and the oppofition which /z- 
perfiition has taught us to make to ature, 
reafon, and feripture, obtains the fanétion 
of vulgar opinion on the fide of falfe~ 
hood and error. That /uperftition fhould 
lead men to reject the law of Gop, fo 
make void the commandments of Gon, 
through their traditions, under a notion 
of greater fanétity, is not at all furpriz- 
ing, when the pride and ignorance of the 
human heart are duly confidered. The 
inftances which are recorded of it, con- 
cerning the Pharifees of old time, are 
written for our inftru€tion and admoni- 
tion: the feverity with which CurisT 
treated them on this account, ought to 
{ftand as a warning to us, left we alfo come 
into the fame condemnation. 


Among 
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Among the various inftances which we’ 
find of this in the New Teftament, there 
is not a more ftriking one, nor one more 
illuftrative of what I have been faying, 
than that which appears Mark vii. g—14. 
where our Lorp convitts the Pharifees 
of a rejection of the f/th commandment, 
in favour of a fuperftition of their own, 
which, though it had a better foundation 
than moft of their traditions, with refpect 
to the aé itfelf (fee 2 Kings xii. 9.) yet, 
as they abufed it, it became a direét con- 
trariety to the exprefs and pofitive law of 
Gop. CurisT tells them in plain terms 
as much, ver. 9. Full well do ye reject. the 
commandment of Gon, that you may keep 
your own traditions. When ‘feboiada the 
bigh-prieft ordered a cheft to receive the 
money, through am hole in the ld, which 
the people gave towards the repairs of the 
temple, he did we//—and thofe who gave 
of their fubftance for this purpofe did alfo 
qwell;—but when in after time 116145 4 
were preferred before the relief of a fick, 
necefitous, and aged parent, whom the 
ὁ commandment enjoined them to 20- 
nour—with their fubftance doubtlefs, as 
well as in all other refpects—then they did 
all, by preferring the obfervance of an 
human tradition, before the exprefs ἴῃ - 

junction of the divine law, 


To 
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To appoint an outward means of ree 
cognizing a marriage, and not leave peo- 
ple to take one another's words (as the 
faying is) is very proper, and, in this 
mixed Παίς of things, meceffary for the 
good of the whole; but to put the cere- 
mony in the place of Gop’s im/titution— 
to declare a marriage null and void without 
it, to all intents and purpofes whatfoever— 
to fet the parties free from the obligation 
which they are under towards Gop and 
each other by the divine command—#is as 
direct a breach of the command of Gop 
in this refpect, as the Phari/ees were guilty 
of in the other, and our Lorp’s reproof 
of the Pharifces equally belongs to us— 
we certainly make void the law of Gop 
through our traditions, and teach for doc~ 
trines the commandments of men. — 

There is no avoiding /uper/fition, neither 
is there any deliverance from being led by 
it into thinking we do the ₪// of Gop, 
when we are only doing the w// of man, 
and that in contrariety to the 0/0006 will, 
while, like thofe of old, our fear towards 
Gop zs taught us by the precepts of men. 
11. xxix. 13. and while, like dead //2 with 
the ftream, we are carried down with 
the tide of vulgar error and popular opi- 
nion.—Ye do err, not knowing the feripture. 
—Search the fcripture—was the advice 
of Him who fpake as never man Jfpake, 

Wher 
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When we are wife enough to follow 
this counfel, worldly fyftems and human 
inventions may, and will fuffer in our 
opinion, and we may be led to grieve at 
the folly and /uper/tition which are to be 
found in them ; but we fhall be overpaid 
for any uneafinefs of this fort, by the 
pleafure we muft receive, in beholding 
the beauty, harmony, and order that are 
to be found in the word of Gop. We 
fhall then fee, that the mifery and de- 
ftruction of fo many of our defencelefs 
fellow-creatures, in the points before 
complained of, are owing to the rejection 
of that drvine fyftem of suffice, mercy, and 
truth, which, if obferved in all its parts, 
has fo wifely and amply provided for their 
protection and prefervation. 

As fuperftition blinds the conference, and 
mifleads the judgment, 10 it hardens the 
heart, and renders it unimprefiible by the 
calls of pity and compaflion—cruelty will 
triumph over mercy, and the moft horrid 
barbsrities pats for the fruits of heavenly 
zeal—The time cometh, when whofoever kil- 
leth you will think that be doeth Gon fer- 
vice. John Xvi. 2. 

Tantum re/igio potuit fuadere malorum! 
: VIRG. 
Such dreadful ills from SUPERSTITION /pring ἃς 


The hiftory of Popery furnifhes us 
with numberlefs examples of this: let 
the 
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the reader take the following from Dr. 
Gedde’s Tracts, vol. 1. p. 412, 413 ; where, 
{peaking of the execution of JZeretics at 
an auto de fe in Portugal, he defcribes the 
delight with which the crowd of {pecta-_ 
tors behold the torments which are ad- 
miniftered on the occafion to the poor 
fufferers, and then adds—‘* That the reader 
<< may not think, that this inhuman joy 
«© may be the effect of a natural cruelty, 
>> that is in thofe people’s difpofition, and 
*> not of the {pirit of their religion, he 
*> may reft 410166 that all public male-. 
>> factors, befides Aeretics, have their vio- 
*> Jent deaths no where more tenderly la- 
*> mented than among the fame people, 
* and even when there is nothing in their 
*> deaths that appears inhuman or cruel.”” 
By the way, what a ftate of infatuation 
muft we be in, to open the door again 
for the admiffion of Popery into this’ 
country, by repealing any part of thote 
falutary laws which were made for its 
exclufion ! One fhould think that this 
country had fuffered enough from the 
fpirit and temper above defcribed, to make 
us dread every ftep which can lead to 
their re-admiffion. To fuppofe, what 
many profefs to believe, that Popery is 
not ow juft what it was in Queen Mary's 
days, is to fuppofe that Popery is not Po- 
pery; which is an abfurdity as great as to 
imagine that a fhing is not it/e/fi—But 
I fhould 
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1 fhould afk the reader’s pardon for di-+ 
grefling from the main point before us ; 
which I truft I fhall eafily obtain, when 
he confiders how naturally a writer on /u- 
perfiition is \ed to the mention of Popery, 
which is no other than a confluence of every 
1260168 of it. | 

-- As for the Popi/b laity, the fcriptures 
= are taken out of their hands, and they are 
left at the mercy of their 2/70/25 (who are 
generally as ignorant * as themfelves) for 
the interpretation of their creed; this — 
chiefly confifts in human tradition, and de- 
tached parts of the {cripture, explained 
or tranflated as the church pleafes, and 
made to prove any thing, or every thing, 
or nothing, as may beft ferve the purpofes 
of. fuperfiztion and prieficraft, and maintain 
their abfolute dominion over the w#- 
derftandings’ and confciences of mankind. 
The Protefant church of England has 011- 
tinguifhed herfelf for her moderation, 
arrogating to herfelf no abfolute domi- 
nion in matters of faith over the confciences 
of her children. She withholds no part 
of the fcripture either from their eyes or 
ears—puts the Bzd/e into their hands, that 
they may fearch for themfelves, and or- 
ders her minifters daily to read portions of 
it to the people, that thofe who cannot 


* See before p. 107, 2. | 
read 
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2000, may hear the things of Gon, and 
judge for themfelves. She tells us plainly 
in her Articles, that, ** Holy fcripture 
>> containeth all things neceflary to 131- 
>> vation, fo that whatfoever is not red 
therein, nor may be proved thereby, is 
not to be required of any man that it 
<< fhould be believed as an article of faith, 
or be thought requifite or neceflary to 
>> falvation.” 4rt. 6.—And again,4rt. 20. 
*> The church hath authority to decree 
rites and ceremonies, and authority in 
matters of faith ; and yet it is not lawful 
for the church to ordain any thing 
that is contrary to Gop’s word written, 
neither may it fo expound one place of 
{cripture that it be repugnant to ano- 
*> ther. Wherefore, though the church 
be a witnefs and keeper of holy writ, 
yet, as it ought not to decree any 
** thing againft the fame, fo, befides 
the fame, ought it not to inforce any 
““ thing to be believed for neceffity of 
*> falvation.” | 

A more unreferved caveat againft /uper- 
fition cannot eafily be penned, nor is it in 
the power of language to form a more am- 
ple licence for free-enquiry; if therefore 
what has been faid in the foregoing pages, 
fhould be a means of obviating: the: fir/f, 
and this by promoting the other, 1 1 
think myfelf well paid for the pains I 
have taken. ל‎ ees i) 
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As to the /uper/tition of imagining that a 
church-fervice makes the marriage, and. 
that without it no marriage is valid or 
binding, or /awful before Gon, it is as 
unfcriptural and abfurd, as it is mifchie- 
vous and ruinous to the weaker fex. There 
is not the 1636 trace of fuch a thing either 
in the O/d or New Teftaments; marriage, 
with refpect to itfelf, and as between the 
parties, {tood entirely upon the fimple in- 
ftitution of Gop, before priefts or fervice- 
books exifted; therefore nothing can be 
of the effence of it, but what Gop * ap- 
pointed at the beginning. When, there- 
fore, 


* The inititution of marriage may be found in 
thofe words, Gen. i. 28. Be fruitful and multiply, 
and replenifh the earth. But that which conftitutes 
it, as to the matter of it, in Gonp’s fight, is his 
own ordinance delivered by Adam, Gen. ii. 24. 
--ורבק באשתו והיו לבשר אחד‎ ΕἾ 007070008 א1‎ uxore 
fua, & erunt in carnem unam. Mont. | 

Our tranflation—A man, &c. /hall cleave to bis 
wife-—does not convey the idea of the Hebrew 
באשתו‎ Pat—this is literally—/hall be joined, or ce- 
mented (mpornoranduc?iat, LXX.) IN his woman—and 
they foall become (i. 6. by this union) one flesh. This 
is the one, fimple, divine ordinance, and the obliga- . 
tion refulting from it is indiffoluble; wherefore, faith 
Curist—what Gon hath joined together, let not man 
put afunder. ‘The fame thing is exprefled in other 
words, Deut. .וואא‎ 29.—She fhall be his woman, or 
wife, as we call it, (fa femme, Fr.) BECAUSE be has 
HUMBLED HER—he may not put her away all ῥὶς 
days. Human laws or ceremonies can have no 
more effect on this, than upon the rifing of the 
fun, or the flowing of the tide: thefe are not more 
fixed and unalterable than the other. : 

“he 
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fore, it is faid—Jfaac brought her into his 
mother’s tent, and took Rebekah, and fhe be- 
came δὲς wife, (Gen. xxiv. 67.) and when 
Laban took Leah his daughter,and brought 
her to ¥acob, and he went in unto ber— 
and when Ladan gave him Rachel his 
daughter to wife alfo, and he went in 
alfo unto Rache/—thefe women feverally 
became the abfolute unalienable pro- 
perty of their hufbands, they became one 
Ὁ with them, and what Gop had thus 
joined together, no man could put afunder. 
Thus the matter ftood on the fimple or- 
dinance of Gop, and thus, as in Gon’s 

| fight, 


, 


The more I have /?07204 the fcripture, and ex- 
amined this point, the more fully am I convinced, 
even to demonftration itfelf, that as Gon never 
appointed any other thing as the matter of baptifm 
but water, poured or fprinkled on the body, in the 
name of the Hory Trinity (for 1 do not mean to 
enter into the difputes about the meaning of βαπή ζω) 
fo he never appointed any thing as the matter of that 
union by which the man and woman become one 
02, but the באשתו‎ PAI—or, as our canon law 
phrafes it, carnal knowledge; the very effence of 
which is 686160 תו‎ the Hebrew, though perhaps 
our tranflators thought it more decent to render it 
as they have done, without giving the ב‎ its literal 
and ufual import. The προσχολληθήσε]χι πρὸς Tuy 
γυναίκα of the Lxx, and the προδκολληθησέ)αι rn 
ryuvatxs οἵ Matt. xix. taken in connection with the 
κολλώμένος of Paul, 1 Cor. vi. 16. (as has been be- 
fore obferved) amount to the fame meaning, carry 
the fame idea, if compared and interpreted by the 
Hebrew original. | 
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fight, it muft ftand for ever. The Yews, 
and all other wations, have ever . looked 
upon marriage as an occafion of fefti- 
vity and rejoicing, and various rites and 
ceremonies have been invented upon the 
occafion; fo there have been with re- 
fpect to baptifm and the Lorp’s (ῥοῦ: 
but thefe, like all other ordinances of 
Gop, ftand juft were they did, and owe 
their whole importance and validity to 
Gop’s appointment, and are neither added 
to nor diminifhed in thefe refpects by any 
rites-or ceremonies which men have in- 
vented—to fay otherwife is rank /uper- 
tition. 

Whether the primitive Chri/fians had 
their marriages with each other folem- 
nized by a minifier of the church, isa 
difputed point among learned men. Mr. 


As for betrothment, efpoufals, the payment of the 
מהח‎ or dower, thefe were circumftantials, and right 
and proper, as far as outward order and decency were 
concerned, but thefe were not the matter of the 
marriage ; for, not only as in the cafe of our firf 
parents, but in many other inftances in the fcripture, 
marriage was where thefe were not. 

Therefore to declare ‘‘ a marriage (though con- 
>> fummated by carnal knowledge) ipfo faéto null and 
6 void to all intents and purpofes whatfoever,” 
where fome outward rite or ceremony of mere 
human invention is wanting, however it may ope- 
xate in a civil view, can be of no effect in Gopn’s 
fight; otherwife the matter of the ordinance doth 
mot confift in Gon’s appointment, but men’s inuen- 


tions. 
| Selden, 
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Selden, in his Ux. Heb. 1. ii. 6. 20- fayss 
—*‘* it was fometimes 10 done, at the defire 
* of the contracting parties; but they 
* were under no obligation by law 10 to 
‘ do, nor did any general cuftom pre- 
‘ vail, fo as to make it a general prac- 
«© tice.”—-However, whether this was fo 
or not, fignifies not a tufh, as there is 
nothing in the word of Gop to warrant 
it 


*- 
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Archdeacon Reynolds, in פום‎ 7 
Effay on the Government of the Church of 
England, helps us to find out how this 
cuftom came into the weflern churches. 
.ק‎ 70. ** Contracts of marriage, with 41] 
*> its incidents, were long confidered as 
** rights of /ecular concern, and in the 
** tenth century the laws of the empire 
* allowed the vahdity of marriages which 
** were made without /acerdotal benediction, 
** or the intervention of the offices of the 
** church. But in the twelfth century 
*> Peter Lombard difcovered the inftitu- 
** tion of /even facraments in the mytftical 
““ expreffion of the /even fpirits of Gon, 
** which he underftood as an affurance of 
““ the /even-fold operation of the Spirit in 
** baptifm—the fupper of the Lonp—con- 
** firmation— penance — orders — matrimony 
*> and extreme unétion ; and the church of 
** Rome foon countenanced his doétrine. 

2 4: This 
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** This brought marriage; which was 
*> originally of εἰ] jurifdiction,. under 
> fpiritual cognizance.” ΘΑ little higher, 
the learned author obferves—“ The key 
>> to the contradictory provifions about 
*> marriage, was, that the court of Rome 
66 was defirous to have the {cales.of do- 
*> meftic peace in the Pope's hand, that 
*> the /egitimacy of children, and the fuc- 
56 ceflion of families, fhould depend upon 
*> his favour, that δὲς Aoline/s might fepa- 
*> rate whom no man ought to put afun- 
> der, or perpetuate conjunétions which 
>> reafon and religion forbid.” 

This was oppofed by the A/bigen/es *, 
thofe early reformers; who taught, that 
>> the confent of a willing couple, with- 
*€ out the formality of /acerdotal bene-_ 
>> diction, made a /awfu/ marriage.’— 
This was the doctrine which they taught 
in the territory of the Count of T, bouloufe, 
and propagated here about 1175. 


* The Ainge fs were a {ect or party of reformers 
about Thouloufe and Albdigesis in Languedoc, in the 
twelfth century, who diftinguifhed themfelves by 
their oppofition to the difcipline and ceremonies of 
the church of Rome. ‘This drew down all manner 
of perfecution and reproach ;—the Papi/?s charged 
them with herefy, and loaded them with all the ca- 
Jumnies that the moft vindictive malice could in- 
vent—at laft the ftorm fell fo heayily upon them, 
that it ended in their deftruction. See Brough. Hitt. 
Lib. Tit. Aliigenfes. 

| The 
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The Lollards* afterwards declaimed 
againtt celibacy, the ufe of the /even facra- 
ments, and laid it down as found doétrine, 
that ** if aman and woman came toge- 
>> ther with an intention to live in wed- 
>> Jock, this intention is fufficient, with- 
** out pafling through the forms of the 
*> church.”—This certainly was found 
doctrine, becaufe agreeable to the word of 
Gop; where no other ceremony appears 
to have intervened, in order to confti- 
tute a Jawful marriage before Gop. 

Mr. ‘facob, in his Law Dictionary, tit. 
Marriage, obferves, that ‘* before the 
*> time of Pope Jnnocent 111. there was 
“no /folemnization of marriage in the’ 
“church; but the man came to 6 
>> houfe where the woman inhabited, 
“a nd led her home to his own houfe ; 


> * The Lellards (of which appellation many defi- 
nitions are given, See Majheim, vol. i. p. 744. note u, 
edit Macl.) arofe in the fourteenth century, were 
charged with ‘* preaching openly many herefies, 
>> blafphemies, and feandalous defamings, quite 00 = 
*> trary to the facred canons and decrees of the holy 
*> fathers,” and were perfecuted accordingly.—Pope 
Boniface 1X. in his Bull againft them (fee Fox, 
vol. 1. §74.) did not deizn to call them men, but— 
>> withered—carnal—damnable fhadows and ghofts . 
>> of men.” Their crime was, that they were zealous 
for the word of Gop, and oppofed the lyes and fu- 
perftitions of the day—among other things, the in- 
croachments of the Pope with regard to marriage. 
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% which was all the ceremony then 
‘© ufed.” 

The learned and accurate Judge Black- 
frone, Comm. vol. i. p. 439. Quarto Edit. 
obferves, that—‘* It is held to be effential 
ἐς +0 8 7 that it be performed by a 
ἐς perfon in orders; though the intervention’ 
> 83 pret to folemnize this contraét is 
*% merely juris pofitivi, and not juris natu- 
>> ralis aut divinis it being. {aid that Pope 
>> Innocent the third was the firft who or- 
«© dained the celebration of marriage in the 
9% church, before which it was totally a 
55 civil contra&.”” I do not cite thefe au- 
thorities to eftablith any article of faith 
upon the fubje&, but merely as hiftorical 
facts, and to thew how far /uper/tition mutt 
prevail among us, when it 15 ferioufly 06- 
lieved, that no obligation of marriage is 
Jawful, binding, or valid, in the fight of 
Gop, ‘that does not owe its perfection to a 
ceremony which never exifted till the days 
of 2 pope of Rome, whofe pride and ambi- 
tion led him to ordain it. When once 
Peter Lombard had found out that mar- 
viage was a * facrament, the adminiftration 


of 


* It is to be remarked, that when the church of 
Rome had turned marriage into a facrament, the words 
by which one of the real facraments was inftituted, 
as to its adminiftration, were to be borrowed in the 

folemnization 


| ] τὸν. J 
of it by the hands of a pric followed of 
courfe; the belief of its abfolute nu/hty, 
without this, was gradually received by 
the people, grew into an article of faith, 
and fuperftition has continued it amongtt. 
us to this very hour. The clergy, by this 
means, became poffeffed of a 11601 6 
of power and wealth ; for, what with the 
. fees, or offerings as they were more gently 
termed, for marriage itfelf, that is, for 
performing the ceremony, the publication 
of banns, difpenfations, and licences, it has 
proved a fort of philofopher’s * frone. 
| Still 


folemnization of matrimony, and the council of Trent 
decreed, that ** the pari/h prieff, having interrogated 
<¢ the man and the woman, and heard their confent, 
>> fhall fay—‘* I join you in matrimony, im the name 
>> of the Father, and of the Son, and of the Holy 
>> Ghoft.” Comp. Matt. xxvill. 1g. The church of 
England follows this Popifh precedent very nearly ; 
for the minifler, or prieft, is to fay—‘* 1 pronounce 
*> that they be man and wife together, 25 the name 
>> of the Father, and of the Son, and of the Holy 
>> Ghoft.” 

* Soter, the fifteenth bifhop of Rome, at the end 
of the fecond century, before the name and autho- 
\_ rity of Popes were aflumed, finding that appropriating 
marriage to the 27/6/75 promifed no {mall revenue to 
theclergy, ordained, that no woman fhould be deemed 
a lawful wife, unlefs formally married by the prie/. 
But this feems only to have been temporary, and 
was confined chiefly to Rome; other parts of the 
Chriftian world followed their ancient cuftoms. We 
have feen how this was extended and improved 
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in after ages; and we may obferve, that in all the 
inftances of cunning and policy wherewith churchmen 
have wrought for the converfion, or rather perver= 
fon, of Chriftianity into a worldly fyftem, which 
‘could gratify their pride, fatiate their ambition, and 
fill their coffers, few are to be found which have an- 
fwered the purpofe better, than turning marriage 
into a facrament, throwing it entirely into the hands 
of priefis, and laying it under the power and cog~ 
nizance of ecclefiaftical judges. 

By thefe means, the church of Rome faftened an 
additional bond on the underftanding and confciences 
of mankind, which gave rife to lucrative rites and 
ceremonies, difpenfations, licences, and other modes 
of increafing the power and wealth of the church. 

Thefe were greatly enhanced by the introduction 
of impediments, which are not to be found in Gon’s 
word, as well as of a power of di/penfing with thofe 
that are pofitively enacted there ; infomuch that Pope 
Martin V. gave a man leave to marry with his owz 
Sifter, as is obferved by Angelus de Clavafio, in a book 
called Summa Angelica, tit. Pope. Pope Pius 1V. was for 
difpenfing with the prince of Spain’s marrying with his 
own aunt. And we have lately feen, if I mittake not, 
the Pope’s difpenfing with the marriage of the fing of 
Portugal with his own niece. Yet they hold it unlaw- 
ful for gedfathers and godmothers to intermarry, ei- 
ther with the parents or the baptized, by reafon of 
acertain /pirttual cognation which is invented between 
them. Sothe kindred which doth arife by the /a- 
crament of confirmation, (fee Brent, Counc. Trent, 
785.) but of no fuch thing, of no fuch relation, and, 
of courfe, of no fuch impediment, do we read in the 
fcripture. ' 

Had the fimplicity of marriage been adhered to as 
found in the {cripture, matrimony had never been 
worth a fingle /ixpence to the church; but as matters 
have been contrived by the church of Rome, and 
adopted in a great mtafure by Préteffants, it may be 
faid of the “ms it has produced, as is faid of SoLo- 
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ΜΟΝ 5 brazen veffels, 1 Kings vii. 47. Neither wa: 
the weight of the brafs found ont. A certain Pope might 
well exclaim, | 


Ὁ quantum profuit nobis hac fabula Chrifti! 


One thing may be obferved, which is, that in all the: 
departures from Gop’s word, either as to ritual or 
doétrinal matters, which have been made. by the 
church of Rome, there is not one which does not 
found in damages, as our lawyers {peak, and which 
does not tend to enrich the clergy. 

They have ufually acted on the: principles of thofe 
philofophers, who hold—that ** the emptying of one, 
ςς vefle] may poffibly prove the filling of another ;” 
and they have found this fo uniformly to anfwer the 
experiments which have been tried on the reciprocal 
connection between one man’s pocket and another’s 
purfe, that what Horace has reprefented as the lan- 

uage of his day in Heathen Rome, is equally appli-« 
cable to Rome Chriftian. 


O cives cives querenda pecunia primum eft, 
Virtus poft nummas. 


Ye fons of Rome, let money firft be fought; 
Virtue is only worth a fecond thought. 


As our Prote/fant church has thought fit to adopt fome 
of thefe lucrative contrivances, fo, among the reft, 
the bufinefs of marriage has, in its meafure, not al- 
together been thought unworthy of its notice. Our 
account ftands pretty much as follows, viz. 
To publifhing anns in the church, in moft places, 
is one fhilling. | 
To the accuftomed duty to the 27700 and cleré, 
which is ordered to be 70/6 upon the Jervice-book during 
the ceremony. ‘This, in moft places, is five foillings 
to the priefi—and to the clerk two fhillings and /ix- 
ence —making together, inclufive of the banns, eight 
faillings and fixpence. 
This mode of marriage by danmns—which was the 
invention of Pope Innocent 111. and ultimately. fixed, 
with 
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with a /a/vo for the Bifhop’s difpenfation, by the coun- 
cil of Trent—ufually falls to the fhare of the common. 
or poorer fort of people. \ 

‘Thofe-who move in an higher fphere ufually marry 
by 0008005, which, by carrying /ffeamps upon them, 
make a confiderable branch of the public revenue ; 
one of thefe, if to marry in a church or chapel, cofts 
about one pound nine fhillings, befides the above ac- 
cuftomed duty to the prre/ and clerk, which on fuch 
occafions is doubled, or turned into the better and - 
more lucrative article of—what you plea/e. 

If we go higher ftill, to the nobility, &c. who 
chufe to marry in private houfes, they purchafe an 
abfolution for fo doing, at the moderate price of ten 
guineas. Prieff and clerk as before. In fhort— Nil 
“ifs cum pretto. 


For money b’ing the common fcale 

Of things by meafure, weight, and tale, 

In all th’ affairs of church and ftate, 

ΤΙ5 both the balance and the weight. 
Hupipras, 


However, if all this related to a merely civil mat- 
ter, and people are content to fubmit to it—very 
well; but there is mz/chief lurking under all this fair 
fhew of decency and religious ceremony, which is 
horrible to conceive—for, without thefe things, mar- 
riages are declared to be ipfo facto null and void to all 
intents and purpofes whatfoever, any law (even of GoD 
Himfelf!) to the contrary notwithftanding. 

The bond and obligation which arife ex affenfu ₪ 
concubitu (but efpecially from the /atter)—which are 
the only fcripture-ingredients of marriage, as or- 
dained by JEHOVAH HIMSELF, as making the ו6‎ 8 
εἰς σάρκα usav—the twain one flefoa—are entirely fet 
afide; their living together is criminal, tho? Gop 
has /fanétified it; parting, and taking others, is 
lawful, though Gop has forbidden it. What is the 
legalizing fuch divorces, but facere non peccatum ae. 
peccato—making that not Safe which is fo? What 
the ftamping illegality and fin on fuch an union, but 

facere 
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Still the ordinance of Gop was feen to. 
be independent on all this, and to {et it 
afide entirely, * was then too hard even 
for Rome itfelf (though we have lived to 
fee it done in this enlightened age by a 
Britifh parliament); therefore the laws of 
the empire held, as our ecelefiaftical laws do 
to this day, that fuch a coming together 
on a previous contract, antecedently to 
the ceremony, was a marriage de facto ὃ; 
or in faci, but not de jure, was not a law 
ful marriage, as to czvil purpofes, 1 
the prie# had executed that office which 
the Pope had affigned him, on the ftrength 
of Peter Lombard’s monftrous interpre 
tation of—‘‘ the feven Spirits of Gon.” 

In order to preferve and increafe fuch 
an acquifition of power and wealth to the 
church, a {top was to be put to private 
Ἢ contracts, which could bring in nothing 

| to 


facere peccatum de now peccato—making that finful 
which is not fo ?—This, from the pen of a Bellarmine, 
as the prerogative of the Popes of Rome, is a juftly- 
abhorred blafphemy—this, enacted by a Britifh par- 
liament, is the law of a Proteffant country | 

* ‘This was afterwards (anno 1563) completed by 
the council of Trent. | 

§ See before vol. i. p. 20. 

+ Tertullian, who lived in the second century, and 
who fell into the errors of Montanus, writes thus: 
Penes nos, occulta quoque conjuntiones, i.e. non prius 
apud ecclefiam profefje, juxta mechiam judicari peri= 
alitantur. TERT. de Pudic. ₪ 4» ** Among us, clan- 

“© deftine 
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to the men of the craft ; therefore the pub- 
lication of danns was inftituted in the be- 
ginning of the 13th century, and alfo va- 
rious inventions in order to legitimate 
the 117006 of concubinary parents, as they 
called all thofe who came together only ac- 
cording to the ordimance of Gop; one of 
which may ferve as a fample of the reft. 
““ The ceremony was, that the parents, 
>> with the fpurious iffue between them, 
>> had a cloak or coverlid caft over them, 
+ while the pri? was performing the 
>> mafs or office of matrimony, and as foon 
*+ as that was ended, the fruitful mother 
«© was delivered of a /u/fy infant under co- 
>> verture and in matrimony.” Reynolds, 71. 
Thofe who could believe that this ridicu- 
lous farce could make any difference, ei- 
ther in the ftate of the parents, or in that 
of the child, before Gon, may alfo believe 
that aman and woman who come together 


>> deftine joinings together, that is to fay, fuch as 
>> 276 not firft openly profefled before the church, 
> are in danger of being judged little better than 
“© qwhoredom.”’ —The learned father faith well—penes 
nos--among us—for no trace of fuch a thing is to be 
found in the feripture. Thus early did that my/fery 
of iniquity begin to work, which in after times made 
fo confiderable a part of ecclefraftical tyranny over the 
confciences of men, by rendering the interpofition of 
priefis effentially neceflary to marriage, as to its va- 
fidity and obligation in the fight of Gop. ‘Thus was 
a foundation laid for the defertion ard ruin of feduced 
females. See before.vol. i. 9. 10. 
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according to the ordinance of Gon, are the 
more man and wife in )20 "8 fight, after a 
prieft has faid ma/s, or red over a Ceremony, 
than they were before —both thefe opinions 
are equally abhorrent from the truth of 
the {cripture, ome being no more to be 
proved thereby than the other. The Popith 
council of Trent put the finifhing ftroke 
to the whole plan, by /o/emmnly and pioufly 
curfing “ all who fhould condemn the 
>> heneditions and other ceremonies, or that 
*> fhould deny matrimonial caufes to be- 
*> long to ecclefiaftical judges.” 

We have now feen the ל‎ parentage, 
and education of marriage-ceremony, as de- 
pending on ecclefraflical eftablifhment, and 
of men’s taking upon themfelves to in- 
terfere with the authority and validity of 
the divine ordinance of marriage, which 
fimply confifts in the uazon of the male and 
jemale, and Gon’s pronouncing them one 
flefo; thus is Gon faid to joim them toge- 
ther, and therefore it is, that no want of 
a human ceremony can ever put them afun- 
der. ‘This is truly and properly the mar- 
riage-contrac?, or rather the very marriage 
atfelf—Setrothment may precede it, ¢/pou- 
fals may go before it; but whether they 
do or not, this zs, as it ever was, and ever 
will be, marriage in the fight of Gop. All 
beyond this is matter of ceremony, de- 

cency, 
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cency, and prudence; I do not pretend 
to difpute the* expediency of fuch things; 
they are, and may, and mutt be binding, 
as to the dowrtes of wives—the legitimation 
of children in a civil view—their inberit-— 
ing ef{tates and honours, and in fuch-like 
cafes: but with refpect to Gon’s inttitu- 
tion, it remains as and where it did, and 
fo muft remain, without any poffibility of 
receiving the leaft alteration, or being at 
all fubject to the difpofal or inventions of 
prieficraft and fuperftition. Therefore it 


continues a truth indelibly written in the 
| “wr 


* >> A clergyman, in performing a marriage-cere- 
mony, does not confer any right or privilege on the 
parties which they had not before from nature; but 
only, in a public manner, witnefles and authenti- 
cates the public declaration they make, of having 
entered into a matrimonial agreement according to 
the laws and cuftoms of the country. Thus, whe- 
ther the ceremony be performed by a clergyman, or, 
as it formerly was, and 17111 is, in many parts of the 
globe, by the civil magiffrate, neither the act of the 
clergyman or magiftrate convey any right, but enter 
on public record the recognizance of fuch parties en- 
tering, with mutual confent, on the exercife of a 
right which they have by nature :—as when an heir at 
law fucceeds to an eftate, the ceremonies cuftomary 
in the country where he refides, at entering him bezr, 
convey to him no new right to that eftate, but only 
publicly declare, and manifeft to his country, that 
he has entered on the ufe of that eftate, by virtue of 
his inherent right as heir to it by nature.” See Alex- 
ander, 1116. Wom. vol. ii. 259. : 


3 oracles 
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oracles of Gon, that where parties come 
together under promife and intention, of 
marriage, {ach promife and intention can 
never be retracted by the parties them- 
felves, nor diffolyed by any power תס‎ 
earth, without doing violence to the ex- 
prefs and pofitive law of Gop. Nay I will 
go farther, and fay, that though there be 
no promife or intention of marriage, yet 
if a man entice a virgin, or, without pre- 
vious enticement, meet with her and HUM-~ 
BLE HER, fhe fhall for shat reafon be dis 
wife; he may not put ber away all bis days. 
Comp. Exod. xxii. 16. Deut. xxii. 28, 29. 
Were thefe truths as indelibly received, 
written, and believed within the con/cience 
as they ought to be— 


*< So many of the /ex would not, in vain, 
>> Of faithlefs men, and broken vows, complain.” 


A man would no more dare to feduce a 
virgin, and then abandon her, than he 
would dare to murder her ; as he would be 
convinced that the aw of Gop as really 
forbids the former as it does the /atter. If 
thefe δοΐν commandments were, as they 
ought to be, the law of the land, the ma- 
giftrate, as in Ifrael, would have fuch 
power of coércion in every cafe, as would 
render the defigns of vi//aimy, and the ma- 
chinations of treachery, abortive. 


"Tul 
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“Till this happy time arrives, we may 
lament, but cannot remedy, the dreadful 
evils which attend /eduction and dereliétion, 
and, in the pathetic words of the Preacher; 
fay—So I returned, and confidered all the op- 
preffions that are done under the fun: and be- 
hold the tears of fuch as were oppreffed, and 
they bad no comforter ; and on the fide of the 
oppreffor there was power, but they (the 

opprefled) had no comforter. Eccl. iv. 1. 
As to the fuperffition which condemns 
polygamy, and perfuades men to believe 
that our Saviour called it adultery—as it 
is the parent of an error fatal to the female 
Jfex, infomuch that if a man already mar- 
ried entices a virgin, &c. he is to think 
himfelf ound to abandon her, contrary 
to the pofitive command of Gop—I muft, 
in this place, fay fomething more on 

that fubject. 

This 1060105 of /uper/tition is like that 
which among the primitive Chriffians and 
fathers of the church was held in high 
efteem and veneration, and which repro- 
bated ““ /econd marriages as little better 
*> than ddultery,” without all foundation 
whatfoever from the fcripture, when 
rightly underftood. The Old Teftament 
often *mentions polygamy, but never, as 
ἐς has 
* The firft inftance recorded of polygamy is that of. 
Lamech, 


“7 
f 
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has been fully proved, with the leat 
mark of difapprobation or difallowance 
= —though often practifed, and this openly 
-and*avowedly, by thofe whom the New 


Teftament 


Lamech, (fee before, vol. i. 147; 153.) a cotempo- 
rary with 4dam, and only fx perfons from him in 
a direct line (fee Gen. iv. 17 --10-( about 129 years 
after the creation of the world; a period too incon- 
fiderable in point of time, confidering the longevity 
of mankind in thofe days, to leave us the leaft 
room to imagine, that what had been pronounced 
by ddam on the fubject of marriage, as recorded 

Gen. 11. 24. and by him doubtlefs delivered to 8 

children, was either mifunderftood or forgotten. 

Le Clerc, on Gen. iv. 1g. is far from condemning 
Lamech, as fome have done—his words are, ‘* Hinc 
>> porro an primus toaAvyawG@ fuerit Lamechus 
*> non fatis conftat ; nec toavyamta 60 initio magis 
*> vituperari potuit, quam fratrum & fororum dam= 
‘ nantur matrimonia. Sive enim humani gene- 
ris hoc poftulaverit propagatio; feu earum, quas 
duxit Lamechus alteri alius vir non fuerit, cui 
collocaretur, mulieribus viros numero fuperan- 
tibus; feu quecungue alia fuerit caufa in tanta 
>> hominum raritate, A4Zo/es quod multis סק‎ feculis 
*> gentis fue factitarunt fanctiffimi patriarche, 
Lamecho vitio vertere non potuit.” 

' From hence it does not fufficiently appear, 
*> whether Lamech was the firlt polygami/?; nor 
could polygamy, in that early time of the world, be 

' any more found fault with, than the marriage of 
brothers and 11678 be condemned. Whether the 
propagation of the human kind might require this 
—or one of the women whom Lamech married, 
had no other man to whom fhe might be given 
in marriage, the women then exceeding men in 
Voi, II. M ** numbers 
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Teftament fets forth as examples ᾿ of 
Saith and holinefs (Heb. vi. 12. Heb. xi. 
throughout, with Heb. xii. (.ז‎ γεῖ never 
in any one fingle inftance condemned. 
Laws are made for its regulation, to efta- 
blifh the inheritablenefs of the 11060 to 
prevent partiality in the difpofal of the 
polygamifi’'s effects among the children 
which he might have by two wives, and 
to forbid his for/aking or even flighting 
a Μη wife, if he tock a /econd to her. 
The New Teftament never mentions it at 
all, either as good or bad: therefore our 
laws again{t it, or opinions about it, can 
no more make it f/inful, than the ///y no- 
tions of the primitive Chriffians and fa- 
thers, could make it ‘‘ little better than 
*¢ adultery’ fora man to marry ה‎ 
wife after the death of his f/f, or than 
the laws of Rome can make it /inful to 
deny five of Peter Lombard’s {even facra~ 
ments, or ina prieft to marry atall. It 
is not in the power of men to invent fins, 
and then charge them upon the confci- 
ences of their fellow-mortals to their 
condemnation before Gop :—the aflum- 


>> numbers—or whatever elfe might be the cafe in 
>> fuch a fcarcity of men—A4ofes could not turn 
>> that into a crime, which the moft holy patriarchs 
ἐς of his nation practifed afterwards for many 
“© ages.” 


10 ing 


|) G63. | 
ing this, is a part of that /peritual wick- 
ednefi in heavenly things (Eph. vi. 12.) 
which has long diftinguifhed the mother 
of harlots and abominations of the earth. 
Rev. xvii. 5. [{ may be looked upon as 
one ftriking evidence of the Pope’s being 
the man of fin, 061071266 2 1160. 11. 3, 4. 
for it is oppofing and exalting himfelf above 
all that 1s called Gon, or that is worfhip- 
ped; it is, as Gon, fitting in the temple 
of Gon, fhewing himfelf that he is Gon. 
How jhall I curfe whom Gov hath 
not curfed? Or how fhall I defy whom the 
Lorp hath not defed?—was the faying 
of aman that had his eyes open. Numb. 
SRE 1. ΧΧΉΓΙΒ λόχον <butsthole 
whofe eyes are blinded by fuperfiition, or 
fatt clofed by prejudice, will take upon 
themfelves to do what Ba/aam, daring 
and wicked as he was, would not pre- 
fume to do. ‘The anfwer which he gave 
to 20/0028 mefiengers, when they im-~ 
portuned him to come and curfe J/rael, 
was a good precedent for us to follow, 
whenfoever we. deliver our opinion on 
the lawfulne/s or unlawfulnefs of any ac- 
tions of men, where confcience towards 
Gop is immediately concerned ; and in- 
deed it ought to be the language of all 
our laws, both of church and ftate—* lf 
““ Balak would give me his houfe full of 
| M 2 >> filver 
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“* filver and gold, I cannot go beyond the 


“© commandment of the Lorn, to do either 
** good or bad of my own mind; but what 
** the Lorp faith, that will I fpeak.” 
Compare Numb. xxii. 5, 6. with xxiv. 
13. However, we are affured that the 
curfe caufelefs, fhall not come. Prov. xxv1. 
22. Therefore though a man fhould be 
burnt at a ftake for denying five of the 


Popifh iacraments, and by us * be rec- 
- koned: 


* I muft confefs that I hardly ever read over 
thofe words of the Ze Deum without an heart-felt 
fatisfaction—** We believe that Thou. fhalt come to be 
5* our judge.” How ftrangely contradictory are 
the judginents of men on one ancther! how much: 
under the power of error, caprice, prejudice, and 
refentment! The fame man fhall be canonized as a 
faint by fome, and curfed as an heretic and apoftate 
by others. 3 

The canon of St. Viétor calls Luther a falfe teach- 
er and an apoftate, and him and his fellow-reform-  . 
ers— heretical antichrifts. 
> . The writings of the Prote/fants extol them as re- 

formers of the Chrifian church, and revivers of the 
great truths of the gofpel. 

The Romani/ts fay, that Luther died fuddenly in 
a drunken fit, and went to bell—fome of them, that 
he was flown away with by the devil—A cacodemone 
fublatum fuiffe afferunt. 

Quirinus Cnoglerus has obferved, in his Lutheran 
Creed, that he had feen a little German book written. 
in praife of Saint Martin Luther, which contained 
at large the legend of this new Saint, canonized 
by the Prote/tant miniiters in Germany, wherein 


were thefe words— 
In 


ΐ τός 1 
koned a martyr and a famt; or another 


be hanged for having two wrves at a time, 


and be accounted a very great finner; yet 
4 | the 


In ViTA ALTERNA, 
Curistus 20001 primas, habeas tibi PAULE fecundas, 
At loca poft illos tertia, LUTHER habet. 


In Lire ETERNAL, 
Curist has the firft, and Paut the fecond place, 
The third is juftly by our LurHer claim’d. 
See Gen. Did. Hift. and Crit. 


volwvil. -ק‎ 247, 259- 


About ten years before Luther’s death, he was ta- 
ken very ill, infomuch that his life was defpaired of. 
The 20200: not only gave out that he was dead, 
but actually publifhed the following curious account 
of his death; which, for the entertainment of the 
reader, and as a fample of ον veracity, I will 
here tranfcribe. 

>> A horrible and unheard-of miracle, which 

>> Gop, evermore to be praifed, hath, in the 
*> filthy death of Martin Luther, damned body 
** and foul, been pleafed to fhew for the glory 
>> of [2808 6238187, and towards the amend- 
>> ment and comfort of the godly. | 


>> When Martin Luther was taken fick, he de- 
** fired the body of our Lorp to be communicated 
** unto him; which having received, he foon af- 
+ ter died. When he found the end of his life 
** drawing on, he defired that they would lay his 
** corpfe upon an altar, and that paying thercto 
>> divine honours, they fhould worfhip it. But 
%> Gop at laft, to put a period to his horrible 
| *€ errors, admonifhed the people by a mighty mi- 
** racle to abftain from that impiety, which the 
ἐς faid Luther had brought in: for his body being 
55 Jaid into the grave, there arofe fuch a fudden 

M 3 | > tumult 
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the curfe of the 122000: could not in- 
jure the firf, nor the bad opinion of 
Papifts and Protefiants united, in the 
leaft affect the fecond. Both would fall 
by the hand of /uperfiition—both teftify 
the horrors of its afcendency over the 
minds of men—doth fiand or fall to bis 
own mafier. Rom, xiv. 4. 


On 


>> tumult, horror, and earthquake, as if the foun- 
*> dations of the world had been fhook, fo that all 
*> that were at the funeral were ftruck with 
>> amazement. But lifting up their eyes, they faw 
*> the holy 20/1 hanging in the air” [this you muft 
fuppofe to be the hoft he received lately, which would 
not vouchfafe to remain in fuch a vile heretic’s body. ] 
‘* Therefore, with great devotion of mind, they 
> took the moft holy 20/5, and laid it up in a facred 
>> place; which being done, the hellifh clatter 
>> ceafed to be heard; but the night following, 
*> there was a more frightful noife about Luther’s 
*> tomb than before, which raifed the whole city, 
*> aftonifhed and half dead with fear: therefore in 
*> the morning they opened the grave, in which 
*> the, deteftable body of Luther was laid, but 
**> found therein neither body nor bones, nor any 
*> of the cloaths, but a hellifh ftench of brim- 
*> ftone coming out of the grave, that ו‎ 
*> choaked all that came near it. With which mi- 
>> racle very many being affrighted, have amended 
*> their lives, to the honour of the Chriftian faith, 
** and glory of ‘fe/us Chrift.” 

This curious writing, with Luther’s anfwer to it, 
is to be found in Lonicerus’s Theatrum Hifforicum, 
fol. 246. and in Hii/t. of Popery, vol. ii. p. 316. 

After confidering thefe, and many other inftan- 
ces which might be given, who, that values the 

peace 
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On the contrary, let us remember, 
that there is a curfe which 1s not caufelefs, 
and therefore wi// come—no canons either 
of the ancient or modern chrifians—no 
human laws, inventions, cuftoms, or 
opinions will keep it off, or foften its 
rigour; for it is written in the New Tef- 
tament as well as in the Old Teftament 
—Curfed is every one that continueth not in 
ALL things which are written in THE 
BOOK OF THE LAW £0 do them. ‘The 
man who takes a wirgim.into his pofefion, 


peace of his own mind, would trouble himfelf, 
where truth is concerned, a fingle inftant about the 
1172268 of ignorant mortals, either one way or the 
other '—Well faid Pauwl—With me it is a very fmall 
thing (¢rdxssoy—the fmalleft—leaft—either in it- 
felf, or מז‎ my concern about it) to be judged of you or 
of man’s judgment—but be that judgeth me is the 
Lorp. 1 Cor, iv. 3, 4: That fame Lorp will 
judge us—therefore, to know his will, and to do it, 
fhould fuperfede all other concerns whatfoever. 
Then I believe it will trouble us, as little as it 
now troubles honeft Luther and his fellow-la- 
bourers, whether our fellow mortals curjfe or ca- 
071186 Us. As to the fuffrages of men— 


All your Philofophers agree, 
And prove it plain, that one may ‘be 
A heretic, or true believer, 
On this or P other fide a river. 
. Prior’s Alma, Canto IT. 


Making human opinion the ftandard of truth, is 
like making the cameleon a ftandard of colour. 
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and then forfakes and abandons her, let 
his own fituation be what it may (the 
law makes no difference) will find, that 
nothing can vacate the obligation of the 
divine commands, Exod. xxii. 16. (comp. 
Deut. xxii. 28, 29.) which declare that δὲ 
Shall sure Ly endow ber to be his wife. 6 
words מהר ימהרנה‎ are an emphatical re- 
duplication—dotando dotabit— endowing 
he (ῥα endow her—which expreffes 
the pofitive certainty that it /ba// and 
muft be fo: like Gen. 1. 17. --מות תמות‎ 
moriendo morieris—dying thou fhalt die ; 
which we, according to our idiom, well 
tranflate—zhou fhall furely die. Wemay 
give much the fame reafon for the re- 
duplication of the words in thefe paf- 
fages, as ‘fofeph gave for the doubling 
Pharaoh's dream, Gen. xli. 32.—For that 
the dream was doubled unto Pharaoh twice, 
7 ₪2 BECAUSE THE THING IS ESTA- 
BLISHED BY Gop, aad Gop will fhortly 
bring it to pafs. Equally plain and cer- 
tain, and even more explicit, is that of 
Deut. xxii. 29. Firfi, we have the com- 
mand itfelf—She fhall be bis wife: Se- 
condly, the reafon—Becaufe be hath hum- 
bled her : Thirdly, the indiffolubslity of the 
pofitive obigation arifing therefrom—He 
may not put her away all bis days. Tore- 
concile thefe things, which are written in 

the 
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the law, with our opinions and fyftems 
of matrimony, is impoffible ; 11616 laws 
are-evidently explanatory of the pr7- 
mary law of marriage, ours contradictory 
thereto ; for no centradiction can be more 
apparent, than that which arifes between 
a law, commanding marriage on the fim- 
ple terms of the original inftitution—Jde- 
caufe he has humbled her—and thus be- 
come one flefh—and a law prohibiting 
marriage but on complicated terms of 
human invention, and even making void, 
to all intents and purpofes whatfoever, 
the obligation which refults merely from 
the divine command. When we farther 
confider this to be the cafe, in a coun- 
try where the people profefs a belief of 
the Bzd/e, and who read thefe laws over 
in the public congregations of the effa- 
blifhed church once in every year, we 
furely ought to lament the reign of /u- 
perfistton in the confciences of men, 
who pray to Gop 20 write His laws in 
their hearts, and yet contentedly live -תט‎ | 
der and embrace a fy{tem as oppofite to 
thofe laws, as light to darknefs. How 
can we caft a {tone at the 1/02/05, for 
תואנ‎ > the /econd commandment out of 
the Decalgue, while we ourfelves ftrike 
thefe commandments out of the δοοξ 


of the law ? May nat they fay to us— 
5 Ye 
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Ye hypocrites, firft caft the beams out of 
your own eyes, and then fhall ye fee clearly to | 
pull out the motes which are in our eyes? 

By ¢hefe laws no man can fake a virgin, 
and then abandon her; by our laws a 
man may take an 22/0700, and abandon 
them all :—By the firji, therefore, pro- 
titution 1s 1mpoflible—by the /econd it is 
a natural confequence; for by the one it 
never can happen, by the other it doves, 
and muff happen every day. - 

Hence it follows, that the feduction of 
virgins by jingle men, who afterwards 
put them away becaufe they will not marry 
them publicly—and by married men, 
who cannot if they woul/d—may be looked 
upon as the two flood-gates of female 
ruin and mifery: nothing can ever put a 
ftop to their deftructive de/uge, but the 
abrogation of /uperfiitious laws and cuf- 
toms, and the reftoration of the divine 
plan of fecurity and protection, which is 
fo clearly revealed, {fo potitively com- 
manded, by the Gop of heaven. 

Perhaps fome will be ready to fay, 
that, “4 if virgins will deliver up their 
> perfons to men without the ceremony 
‘ firft paft, but more efpecially to mar- 
> ried men, where they know the ceremony 
> cannot pats, do they not deferve to 
> fuffer?” Reader, if thou haft found 


this 


- 


οι 


“ 


δ tae ἢ 

this fevere queflion prefenting 111011 to 
thine imagination, as, if thou art one of 
thofe who are wife im their own eyes, and 
prudent in ther own fight (If. v. 21.) 
trufting in ἐγ that thou art righteous, 
800. (Luke xviii. 9.) 1t may have done 
more than once, in the perufal of thefe 
pages—let me advife thee to lay down 
my book, and take up a defter; turn to 
“fobn vill. 3. and read attentively to ver. 
12.—confider deeply that fhort hiftory 
which is recorded there, weigh well the 
circumitances, mark the characters, ap- 
ply what is faid ver. 7. to thyfelf, and if 
thou findeft thyfelf inclinable to retire 
with thofe Scrides and Pharifees, leaving 
the objects of thy contempt and bitter 
{corn to the mercies, the tender mercies 
of the Gop who made them, knowing 
that thou thyfelf art alfo in the fame 
condemnation—well: if otherwife, let me 
alk thee—ZIs thine eye evil becaufe Gop ₪ 
good? (Matt. xx. 15.) If He who knoweth 
whereof we are made hath  gracioufly 
provided againft the fad and ruinous 
confequences of human frailty, even as 
to this world, by enacting pofitive laws 
in order to prevent them, where they 
muft fall the heavieft, and of courfe 
moft need prevention, is it for thee to 
find fault with fo gracious a difpenfa- 

tion, 
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tion, not confidering that thou thyfelf 
art a monument of the like mercy? For 
if Gop had faid concerning thee, what 
I fuppofe thee to have been faying con- 
cerning others; had He made no pro- 
vifion in His providence that thou 
mighteft efcape the confequences of 
thine own frailty, where hadift thou now 
been ? —not cenfuring and condemning 
others, but thyfelf condemned toirretriev- 
able mifery, involved in inextricable ruin! 
—Make not then thyfelf wzer and holier 
than Gop; but lament the ravages of 
luit, feduction, and proftitution; + ῤίηθ 
eyes (like the Pfalmif?’s) gufh out with 
water, becaufe men keep not Gov’'s law, 
Pf. cxix. 136. Prayer-Book tranflation. 
I fay not this as allowing it poffible 
for human laws cuftoms, and opinions, 
to make any thing finful, which Gop’s 
law hath not made fo; fx 1s the tranf~ 
greffion of the law—where there is no law 
there 1s no tranfgreffon—nor is fin tnpu- | 
ted where there is no law. ‘Thus {peak the 
{criptures, as we have before obferved ; 
but if /uper/iztion binds heavy burdens, and 
grievous to be borne, and lays them upon 
men’s fhoulders, the confcience muft groan 
under the preffure, till: the weary and 
heavy laden are releafed, by the friendly 
and beneficent hand of divine truth. ἘΡ 
ay 


er oa 


fay that a virgin, who delivers herfelf 
into the poffeffion of the man of her 
choice, with an intent to become 4 
wife, fins in fo doing, unlefs an outward 
ceremony of man’s device be firft per- 
formed, is to fay what the 0 has no 
where faid: all that Gop fays in fuch a 
cafe’is, that they fhall be one 0/2, and 
that fhe fhall be the man’s wife—he may 
not put her away all bis days. So that all 
contrivances which hinder the operation 
of this law, are not only fo many {nares 
laid for the 00/2/0006, which may en- 
thrall and bring it into fubjection to the 
pride and arrogance of man, but are big 
with every mifchief which the Divine 
LAW was enacted to prevent. 

The infamy, which, by this means, | 
is {tamped on fuch an ad, has occafioned 
the murder of as many infants by the 
hands of their mothers, in this Chritian 
country, as were probably facrificed to 
Moloch in the fame {pace of territory, by 
the hands of the heathen priefts. 

If, in confonance with the pivine 
LAw, fuch an aé# was deemed to create 
an indiffoluble union between the parties, 
and the public recognition of it was to be 
inforced in every inftance, as under the 
law of Mofes, this mark of 7nfamy would 
be removed, and, together with it, one 

of 
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of the moft horrid of all temptations 
to one of the moft unnatural and dread- 
ful of all crimes. | 

When Yamar is arguing with the in- 
ceftuous Amnon againft his unhallowed 
attempt upon her chaftity (2 Sam. xiii.) 
ihe might well fay—‘* And I, whither 
** (hall E caufe my fhame to go 2?’ for fuch an 
act was directly againft the pofitive law 
of Gop, Lev. xviil. g.—but where is the 
authority from fcripture to ftamp the 
infamy of whoredom .on the exercife of 
that right, with which every woman is 
invefted by the Gop of nature, for the 
propagation and continuance of the hu- 
man {pecies ; I mean, that of beftowing 
her * perfon on the man of her choice? 


* To fay—‘* This is /imful before the ceremony, 
>> but Jawful after the ceremony,”’ is to attribute a fort 
of power of moral tranfubjiantiation, either to the 
prieft, or to the ceremony, or to both: not very un- 
like that power in the church of Rome, of changing 
one fubftance into another. ΤῸ imagine, that, that 
which is ew/l can become good by any invention or 
power in man, is not lefs abfurd, than to fuppofe, 
that a little four and water becoming a wafer by the 
art of the baker, can become the body, flefh, and 
bones of a man by the art of a prieft. See before, 
vol. i. 45—-47- Vol. i. 156, 157, 158. n. Confider 
the work of Gon, faith the Preacher, for who can 
make that STRAIGHT which He hath made CROOK- 
ED?—i. 6. that Goop which He hath made ΕΝ ΤΙ,» 
or that EvIL which He hath made 0000? 4 
וצ‎ £3. with Eccl. i. 15% ו‎ 
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Having once done this, if fhe goes to 
another (living the firft) fhe is --נאפת‎ 
an adultere/s; if fhe falls into the prac- 
tice of promifcuous intercourfe, going 
from one man to another, as luft, or gain, 
or hire, may prompt, fhe is an 207/08, or 
whore, in the true fenfe of the word 
זונה‎ or πόρνη, and under the law would 
have been put to death—but in the other 
cafe, we have no more SCRIPTURE AU- 
THORITY to call her an whore, or to 
ftamp the leaft zzfamy upon her, than 
the pious people at Bourdeaux had for 
froning a certain young lady of quality 
to death, for being fufpected to have 
Jafted on a Sunday. See Comm. on Effay 
on Crimes and Punt/hments, chap. 111. All 
thefe things originated from the ambi- 
tion and avarice of the c/ergy in the mid- 
dle ages; who, to lay the reft of the 
world under contribution in the bufinefs 
of marriage, as well as in many other 
particulars, made it into aSACRAMENT, 
obfcured the real nature and effence of 
it, and wrefted it out of the hands. of 
the 0/0// power, as to the outward and 
public recognition of it, to fecure it to 
themfelves; after which a man and 
woman could not marry but for the 
emolument of the church. A -ש6ם‎ 

married 
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tarried couple were not ἢ uffered to colia- 
bit for a given time, unlefs they paid the 
church for a difpenfation, nay, aman was 
not allowed chriftzan burial, 1688 he be- 
queathed fomething to ae ehurch.—In 
fhott, a man ““ could neither come into 
*> the world, continue in it, nor go out 
>> of it,” 48 8 late writer has well ob- 
ferved, ““ without being laid under con- 
>> tribution by the clergy.” See Alex. 
Hitt. of Women, vol. ii. 250. 

Were our laws what they ought to be, 
were they founded on the bafis of the 
DIVINE LAw, they would come in aid 
of female difirefs; they would refcue the 
poor deferted object of the man’s ingrati- 
tude and barbarity, from that unautho- 
rized reproach, which is found fo fatally 
intolerable by the weaknefs of the female 
mind; and lay the whole infamy and in- 
convenience, whatever thefe might be, 
on the guilty betrayer of an undeferved 
affection. 

I have before faid fomething on Deut. 
מואצ‎ 21; but on farther confideration of 
that paflage, am convinced that the wo- 
man who is faid to play the whore in 
her father’s houfes cannot mean that her 
crime confifted in giving her perfon to a 
man, without a marriage- ceremony red 

over 
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éver her by a prief/—for no fuch thing 
exifted in J/rae/ as the interference of 
priefts in marriage—nor was there any re- 
igious ceremony whatfoever upon-the oc- 
cafion—the only thing which looks like 
an outward ceremony, is the payment of 
the “nH or dower, into the hands of 
the father of the virgin—but even the 
want of this ceremony did not annul the 
marriage, or render the woman criminal, 
as appears from the cafe of the /educed 
virgin, Exod. xxii. 16. who is not 
commanded to be put to death, as the 
woman is in the other cafe, and as every 
whore of the daughters of I/rael was. 
Therefore, in order to render the fcrip- 
ture confiftent with itfelf, we mutt fup- 
pofe that the woman was a betrothed vir- 
gin, who, between her betrothment and 
her marriage with the man who found 
her not a maid, had given her perfon to 
another; this in deceit of both—conceal- 
ing her detrothment from the one, and 
her defilement from the other—thus p/ay- 
ng the whore, and fubje@ing herfelf ta 
the law concerning Jéetrothed damfels, 
who, if they fuftered themfelves to be 
violated, were to be floned to death, (comp. 
ver. 23, 24.) where the man that /ay with 
her was alfo to fufter the fame punith- 

VOL, i, N ment— > 
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ment—but as the man is not mentioned 
in this light, ver. 21. we mutt fuppofe 
that he was. deceived, and had done it ig- 
norantly, therefore innocently ; for with. 
regard to capital punifhment, xemo / 
γος nifi. mens fit rea. It 18 to be re- 
marked, in fupport of the above inter- 
pretation, that the virgins, Exod. xxi. 16. 
and Deut. xxi. 28. have the addition of 
not betrothed. | 

Since I wrote the ה‎ I have 1008- 
% into Bifhop Patrick, and am not,a lit= 
tle 14118160 with the interpretation above 
given of Deut. xxii. 21. as I find it fo 
exactly harmonizes with the fentiments 
of that learned prelate. His comment 
is as follows 

‘© And the men of her city fhall ftone שי‎ 


4 with ftones till foe die.) This was 


*> the punifhment of fuch adultereffes; 6%- 
<* cept only of ( 4 daughter, who,. 
if fhe was guilty of this crime, was, 
burnt alive, Lev. xxi. g.—and 6 
*> plainly fhews he {peaks here of a wo- 
“4 man corrupted between.the time of 
*> her efpoufals, and her hufband’s com- 
‘ pleating the marriage; otherwife he 
‘© could not have had this capital action 
«© againft her, &c. And this Maimonides 
*> faith in Seder Zeraim, that from Mofes 

5 + 6 to 


] 179 J 
ἐς to his time, it was never doubted the 
> woman he here fpeaks of was one that 
ς proved falfe to her hufband, after she 
* qwas contracted to him.” 

The Bifhop, in one part of his note, 
feems to call it ““ fimple fornication,” if 
the virgin was entirely fingle and difen- 
gaged ; which proves how prejudice will 
affect the minds even of learned and judi- 
cious perfons; for fornication, or whoredom, 
—nij—whether fimple or compound, was 
death to the woman who was guilty: of 
it; which is a conclufive proof, that the 
virgins mentioned Exod. xxu. τό. and 
Deut. xxii. 28, 29. were not guilty of 
either, and, of courfe, that none under 
the fame predicament ought to be in- 
famoufly ftyled whores, and driven to the 
defperation of deftroying themfelves or 
their children, or both, or be driven 
out of all civil fociety, to be vagabonds 
on the face of the earth ; but they fhould 
be invefted, by the laws of the land, 
with the undoubted right with which 
the laws of Gop inveft them, and thus 
preferved to their /rzends, the pudlic, and 
themfelves. 

As for confcience, or that faculty of 
judging and determining on our own ac- 
tions, and thus excufing or accufing our- 
: |! א‎ 2 felves, 


A 
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felves, Rom. ii. 15.—it 15 a fort of judge, 
on whofe determinations the happinefs 
or mifery of the human mind muft 
greatly depend, not only with refpect to 
this world, but with refpeé alfo to that 
which 15 to come—For if our heart con- > 
demn us, Gov ts greater than our beart, 
and knoweth all things—af our heart con- 
demn us not, then have we confidence to- 
wards Gop. 1 John ii. 20, 21.—Of 
what ferious importance muft it then 
be, that the decifions and determinations 
of this awful tribunal fhould be founded 
on the cleareft and moft incontrovertible 
evidence? In this refpect it may be faid 
to have an advantage over all other courts 
of judicature which we are acquainted 
with, and that is, in having 800688 to 
teftimony which cannot lye nor deceive, 
+0 RECORDS OF ETERNAL TRUTH, de- 
livered to us, as it were, under the / 
of HEAVEN ITSELF. Now let us fuppofe 
a judge feated on the bench—a criminal 
at the bar—the jury {worn—the witneffes 
on both fides {worn and prepared to give 
their teftimony—his Lord/hip ftops all 
proceedings with—** Gentlemen, I will 
*> proceed no farther, I will have none 
>> of thefe witneffes examined; the cafe 
‘¢ of the prifoner at the bar is fufficiently 

| | %>> 646 
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“τ related in an article of 100 a news- 
** paper, clearly ftated in fuch a pamphlet, 
«* and you mutt acquit or condemn him 
> according to thefe.”—I believe the 
judge who could 365 thus, would be 
deemed very unfit to be entrufted with 
the lives and properties of his fellow- 
fubjects.—In this judge we fee a lively 
emblem of a miftaken, mis-led, blinded 
confcience, which fuffers itfelf to decide 
on the /awfulnefs or unlawfulnefs of any 
thing before Gop, and in His fight, from 
the maxims, prejudices, laws, cuftoms, 
and vulgar errors of fallible men, and not 
from the infallible wretten teftimony of 
Gop’s meft HoLY ]1---כ תס‎ is the SPi- 
RIT that beareth witnefs, because the 091- 
rit ₪ truth. 1 Johnv.6. The not be- 
ing poflefled of this authentic te{timony 
of the mind and will of Gop, or not ad- 
verting to it, fo as to make it the ove 
rule of our judgment, in matters pertain- 
ing to the confcience, puts the blind Hea- 
then and the ignorant Chriffian upon a 
Jevel. We are told in hiftory, that when 
the Carthaginians were defeated by Aga- 
thocles, tyrant of Sicily, they imputed 
their misfortune to the anger of Saturn, 
who was one of their tutelar deities, and 


3 this 


] 16; 4 

this anger they imagined to have arifen 
from a neglect which they had been 
guilty of towards Him, with regard to 
the facrifices which were offered him. 
In antient times it was ufual to facrifice 
children of the moft noble families to 
him, but for fome years paft, in thefe 
facrifices, they had fubftituted children 
‘of mean extraction, fecretly bought and 
bred up for that purpofe, in the room of 
thofe nobly born. This they now confi- 
dered as a departure from the religion of 
their forefathers, and confequently were 
con{cious of having given their Deity 
juft caufe of offence. To expiate the 
guilt of fo horrid an impiety, a facrifice of 
200 children of the firft rank was made to 
the bloody God; and above 300 other per- 
fons, in a fenfe of their dreadful neglect, 
voluntarily offered themfelves as victims, 
to pacify, by the effufion of their blood, 
the wrath of this Deity. See Univ. Hitt. 
vol. xvii. p. 447, 448. Such were the 
determinations of confcience when without 
revelation. 

When we confider the behaviour of the 
Portugueze, which we have feen mentioned 
before, (p. 141.) or 160666 on the rivers of 
Proteftant blood which were poured forth 

at 
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at * Paris in 1572, * or in Ire/and in 1641, 
by the hands of the Papz/fs—and all for 
conference fake—we have but to compare 


the 


*% On the 24th of Augu/?, 1572, at Paris, were 
maffacred, in the dead of the night, not lefs than 
25,000 Huguenots. For this execrable action Pope 
Gregory XIII. ordered a public thankfgiving, and 
16062 legate to Charles 1X, to intreat him to con- 
tinue it. On Oétober 23, 1641, about 100,000 
Protefiants were either burnt or buried alive, 
drowned, or ripped open, &c. by the Papifts in 
Treland. See Sir “fohn Parfons’s Hiftory of the 
Maffacre, taken from examinations upon oath. 

Before this, in the Low Countries, from the firft 

edict of Charles V. anno 1530, to the year 1558 in- 
clufive, there were hanged, beheaded, buried alive, 
or burned, 50,000 perfons, befides the multitudes 
put to death in France. See Brent Counc, Trent. 
413. 
ὯΝ hundred of the J/bigenfes were put to death 
in one-day by Philippus Augu/fus—and the Walden/es 
fmothered in the caves whither they fled to hide 
themfelves. Ib. 414. | 

Thefe are but a fmall part of the cruelties of 
that bloody /uper/tition of that mother af harlots and 
abominations of the earth—Rev. xvil. 5.—of whom 
we may truly fay, in the language of the Poet, 


Triftius haud LA monfirum, nec fevior ulla 
Peftis > ira Detim Stygiis fefe extulit undis. 
| Ν 16. /En. iii. 1. 214, 255, | 
A heavier fcourge was ne’er defign’d, 
By Het 1TsELF, to plague mankind. 


In fhort, had Satan gone to Rome, and fummoned 
a conclave of feven /pirits more wicked than himfelf to 
his affiftance, they could not have devifed a plan 
more fubverlive of the gofpel, more oppofite to the 

/ א‎ {cripture, 
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the Chriftian who does not adyert to his 
Bible, with the Carthaginian who had no 
Bible, and we fhall find a like caufe pro- 
ducing like effects, though certainly the 
one is more inexcufable than the other. 
Yet in both cafes it muft be faid—4 de- 
ceived heart hath turned him afide, that he 
cannot deliver his foul, nor fay, Is there not 
a lye in my right hand? If. xliv. 20. 


fcripture, more deftru€tive of the liberties, lives, 
and properties of mankind, than that /uper/tition, 
which has bla/phemou/ly dignified itfelf with the ap- 
pellation of the HOLY APOSTOLICAL CATHOLIC 
FAITH. ore 
The fcourge and curfe it has been to this country, 
made our anceffors, at the glorious revolution, frame 
Jaws for it’s total exclufion; we, their children, are 
beginning to repeal thofe laws, under a notion of 
favouring religious liberty, and that’ Popery is not 
now what it was formerly; but let fuch Patriots go 
to the Tower, and order one of the Jions to be let 
out of his den upon him, and he will find how little’ 
change of nature has been wrought in the animal 
by his confinement. I fuppofe there is hardly an 
inftance upon record of the craftinefs of Popery, 
which tranfcends that of perfuading people to believe 
things to be true, which the evidence of all expe- 
rience, and of even their own fenfes, declares to be 
falfe. If Popery appears to be different from what 
it was, this proceeds not from any alteration in the 
thing itfelf, but from want of power to exert it’s 
intolerant fpirit. However,as ConGREVE’s Majk- 
well {ays—** Dui vult decipi decipiatur.”— If we 
>> will not hear the ferpent hifs, we muft be ftung 
ἐς into repentance.” 
For 
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For my own part, I am perfectly con- 
vinced, that there is nothing fo abfurd, 
fo wicked, or fo foolifh, which the hu- 
man mind is not capable of being per- 
fuaded of, in religious matters efpecially, 
when once it delivers itfelf up to the dic- 
tates of fuperftition; for faying this I ap- 
peal to thofe Ayfories of the globe which 
have accurately fet forth the various reli- 
gions, manners, cuftoms, opinions, and 
laws of its inhabitants. ‘There is one 
ufe to be made of thefe things, which is, 
to be thankful to the Beffower of every 
good gift, who is the Fountain of all Wif- 
dom, that He hath been gracioufly pleafed 
to caft our lot under the illumination of 
the holy fcriptures; that He hath given 
us His word, which 1s truth, to guide us 
into all truth. ‘This fhould awaken in 
us a jealoufy over ourfelves-—-knowing 
the liablenefs of the human mind to be 
deceived—which fhould lead us to try and 
examine whatever is objected to our be- 
- 1101, or recommended to our practice, by 

the unerring rule of God's revelation. 
Could this have been done at Carthage, 
no children had been facrificed to Saturn 
--τὐσά this been done by the Papi's in 
France and Ireland, no maffacres of Pro- 
feftants had difgraced the Chriftian name 
—and 
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and were it now done amongtt;us 4s it 
ought to be, noérothe/s would teem with 
harlots—no:ftreets {warm with pro/fitutes 
—-no wretched infants be butchered by the 
hands of their more wretched mothers ;—the 
honour of the married wife would be 6- 
cured, the ruin οἵ. τῆς feduced: virgim be 
prevented. Adultery and whoredom would 
no longer dare to face the light, but be 
configned to thofe realms of darknefs 
from whence they came. On the other 
hand, while we are taught to believe that 
jinful which Gop has commanded—that 
lawful which Gop has forbidden, we are 
as fatally under the power of /uper/tition, 
not only as the Papz/is, but as the very 
Heathen themfelves; nothing can really 
and truly diftinguifh us from. ether, but 
an unreferved: adherence to thofe com- 
mandments, which in 10 many inftances 
we have made of none effect by our tradi- 
LIONS. - | | 
When we lay no ob/igation on the man 
who feduces a virgin, to marry her, we 
make void the law of Gop, which. pofi- 
tively declares He /ha//—when we permit 
the man to put ber away, and deprive her 
of that recourfe to juftice which the law 
of Gop aftords her, we vacate the divine 
law—when, in the cafe of a man already 
| married, 
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married, We divorce ἃ virgin, which hehas 
feduced, entirely from, him, forbidding 
him (and this under pain of death, 1 Jac. 
chap. 11.) to do her that juftice which 
the divine Jaw as pofitively commands, as 
in the cafe of a μηρί man—we command 
what Gop forbids, and forbid what Gop 

commands. | 
In fhort, our /uper/tition and the /uper/ti- 
tion of Rome go hand in hand; and, how- 
ever we may be fhocked at that monftrous 
pofition, which is mentioned by the Re- 
verend Mr. Porteous, in his mafterly and 
excellent /ermon on Toleration (lately 
preached and publifhed in Scotland, on 
account of the Popi/h bill) that ** the 
** Pope was to command a thing to be 
** done, and Yefus Chriff was to forbid 
* it, yet the Pope muft be obeyed’ — 
this is not more really horrid, in /enf, 
though perhaps it may in found, than fay- 
ing—where Auman laws command things 
which are inconfiftent with or oppofite 
to the law of Gop, yet they are to be 
obeyed. Few would be fo daring as to 
fay this, but it is practically declared 
throughout our whole fyftem, as relative 

to the commerce of the fexes. 
As to polygamy—which is certainly one 
fink in the chain of Gon’s difpenfations, 
as 
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as fo abfolutely neceffary to prevent, in 
many cafes, the defertion and proftitution 
of women, as well as to preferve men 
from vice and profligacy, under various 
circumftances of unavoidable difficulties 
and temptations, which neceffary fepara- 
tion may render them liable to (fee be- 
fore, vol. i. p. 181--2.( the caufes of 
which may fall fhort of being grounds for 
utter divorce—it is, confidered in itfelf, 
one of the laft things which a man fhould 
think of, who wifhes and aims at the 
happinefs of a domettic life. The weight 
and burden of a double * family, the 


* This indeed ts an obje€&tion which arifes from 
the ftate of daxury into which we are fallen; for 
their plurality of wives was far from being either a 
charge, or an incumbrance, to the ews of old 
time, confidering their fimple way of living. The 
domettic affairs were the province of the women, 
whilft that of the hufband was the bufinefs of the 
fields and vineyards. Dreffing of vituals, the care 
of the children, fpinning, carding, weaving, and 
the like, are often mentioned in the facred books as 
the occupation of women; whilft their hufbands 
chofe the more laborious works. See Univ. Hitt. 
vol. iii. p. 146. A great number of children was 
efteemed, not a burden, but a peculiar dleffing. See 
Pf. cxxvii. 3, 4, 53 and, where induftry prevails 
throughout, children may be as truly looked upon as 
the riches of a family, as the numbers of induftrious 
people are as the riches of a ftate. —The more work- 
ing bees there are, the richer the hive, 
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diftractions which moft probably mu/f 
be the effect of jealoufy between the 
women, each envying the other her fhare 
in the hufband’s affections, muft be pre- 
ductive of difputes, quarrels, and perpe- 
tual difquiet. We fee this to have been 
the cafe even among the beft people, who 
were polygamifts.—What were Abraham's 
trials, which arofe from his connedction 
with Hagar ?—W hat thofe of ‘Facob, from 
the jealoufy and difcontent of Leah and 
Rachel? So Elkanah fuffered not a little 
at the treatment which his favourite 
Hannah received from her rival Peninnah 
—and indeed it is fo much in the nature 
of things, that matters fhould fall out 
alike in all times, where there are the 
fame caufes to produce the fame effedts, 
that one fhould imagine moft men, who 
confulted the peace, quiet, and comfort 
of * themfelves and families, would fub- 


{cribe to Horace’s | 
Felices 


* I would not prefs this argument too far, left 
it prove too much; for, to fay truth, how few 
happy marriages do we fee in the world? but how 
many very unhappy ones have arifen from fecond 
marriages? Where the wife has died, leaving a 
family of children, and the hufband has married 
apain, either to a widow having children of her 
own, or to a fingle woman who brings a fecond brood, 

what 
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> Felices ter & amplius 
Quos irrupta tenet copula; nec malis 
Divulfus querimoniis, 
Suprema citius folvet amor die. 


Thrice happy they, in pure delights, 
Whom love with mutual bonds unites ; 
Unbroken by compiaints or ftrife, 
Ev’n to the lateft hours of life. 
| FRANCIS. 


It is moft readily to be allowed, that fuch 


people can have nothing to do with the 
, | fubject 


what miferies have arifen to the hufband and his 
children by a former wife, through the jealoufy and 
envy of the mother-in-law with refpect to her own 
offspring? Yet all this has nothing to do with the 
lawfulnefs or unlawfulnefs of the matter itfelf. Nor 
is it fair to conclude againft what is effentzal, from 
that which is accidental—it is certainly poffible that 
one wife may make a man’s life completely mifer- 
able, if fhe be fuch an one as Ss/omon mentions, 
Prov. xxi. Ig. and xxv. 24.—it is alfo poffible that 
aman might be very happy with more than one, if 
each be like what the fame divine penman defcribes, 
Prov. .]אאא‎ 10. &c. Yet, in either cafe, mar- 
riage, as 10 it/elf, ftands juft as it did, and is, 7? 8% 
juft what the word of Gop makes it. We can 
only fay, that, in the prefent corrupted and diftracted 
ftate of things, all conditions of life have their in- 
conveniences and diftrefles: thofe ufually feel the 
moft of them, whofe connections in the world are 

moft extenfive. 
The late excellent Dr. Hartley of Bath, in his 
Obfervations on Man, p. 230. on the queftion 
τὰ ᾿ | | whether 
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fubject of polygamy. The expediency or 
inexpediency of a thing; andits lawful- 
nefs or unlawfulnefs, :are; however, very. 
different ‘confiderations ; | 0/7 things are 
lawful for me, faith the dpofile (1 Cor. 
vi. 12. x. 23.) but all things are not ex- 
pedient.—The inexpediency of polygamy in. 
20/2 cafes is' felf-evident, δας. מ1‎ zo cafe 
can its unlawfulne/s be made: to appear, 
from the. daw 0/ God;—as to the Jaw. of 
man, it can:no more make it /xful, than 
it can make’ marriage itfelf finful. A clerk 
who married in the reign of Hen. VIIT. 
when this was made /e/ony without benefit 
of clergy, was no more ἃ. ΔΉΠΟΥ in the fight 
of Gop, than the clerk who married in 
the reign of Edw. VI. . when the mar-_ 
tiages of priefis. were declared to be as 


whether ** the confining ome man, to exe woman dur-. 
*> ing life (except in the cafe of the woman’s adul- 
>> tery) be calculated to produce the greateft pof- 
>> 16 good, public and private?” ** Here”’ (faith 
he) .** we-muft own.ourfelves utterly unable to form 
*> any exact judgment. . It. is. impoffible to. de- 
termine by any computation, which, in all the 
ways in which marriage has been or may be 
regulated, is moft conducive to happinefs upon 
>> the whole. ‘This would be too wide a field, and 
>> where alfo we could have no fixed points to guide 
us :—here therefore we feem particularly to want 
a revelation to direct us, and therefore are under 
a particular obligation to abide by its award.” 
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lawful as thofe of other men. So a man 
who has ¢wo wives is no more a finer 
now, than he would have been in the 
days of the Patriarchs, or of the Fewifh 
theacracy—Gon’s law was the rule of con= 
fcience then, and no other ovght to be fo 
now; men can no more make fins, than 
they can forgrve fins—Tiat Lorp is our 
judge—THE Lorn ἅς our lawgiver—THE 
Lorn is our king. 11. xxxiti. 22. Every 
attempt, therefore, to make things /jinful 
which 1116 Law hath wot made fo, how- 
ever it may appear under the {pecious 
guife of piety and purity, and ‘be recom- 
mended to our belief and practice by the 
teaching and example of men like our- 
felves, it is no other than Satan trans- 
formed tto an angel of hight, and avail-~ 
ing himfelf of the weaknefs and /uper/tz- 
tion of the human mind, to make us de- 
lieve a lye. 

In fome cafes polygamy is not only law- 
ful, but expedient.—For inftance—a man 
matries awoman, with whom he cohabits, 
and after a few years, or even months, fhe 
falls into raving madne/s—proper help is 
fought to, but in vain—it appears to be 
conftitutional, from a family diforder— 
fhe is confined in a mad-houfe—pro- 
nounced incurable. In fuch a cafe as this, 

no 
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no one end of marriage can poflibly be 
anfwered to the hufband. Other cafes * 
might be put of equal difficulty with re- 
fpect to him—in all which, the expe- 

| diency 


* When thé cafe above mentioned—thofe others 
which are to be found, vol. i. p. 182, 183.—and 
many fuch like /itwations, are confidered—the quef- 
tion, whether ** polygamy is or is not forbidden by 
*> the raw or HEAVEN,” may, perhaps, aflumean 
importance in the opinion of the reader, which it 
had not before; and fully juftify the author in the 
pains he has taken to fettle that matter on the 
BASIS עס‎ THE DIVINE LAW. 

If it be totally forbidden, it can be in xo cafe al- 
lowed—and if fo, men muft fubmit, without mur- 
muring or difputing, to the holy and fovereign wILh 
עס‎ Heaven; and let the inconveniences of their 
fituation be what they may, it is their duty to fuffer 
them 0// with the moft unreferved and unlimited re- 
fignation. : | 

On the other hand, if it appears that the thing 
itfelf is no where forbidden, but allowed—it then 
muft be lawful.—The contrary pofition can have 
no other ground, than the folly and fuperftition of 
the human mind, no other obligation than the ty- | 
ranny of cuj/fom, fanctihed by human law—this, to 
the diftrefs and deftruction of thoufands. 

I remember, once converfling in France with a 
Capuchin friar—and 00167768 he wore fandals, which 
left his feet expofed to the rigour of the cold feafon— 
on afking him whether this was not attended with 
great diftrefs and inconvenience? he anfwered— 
*> ‘Yes—that many of his order had loft their toes, 
> and fome their Lives, by mortifications which were 
>> caufed by the feverity of a froit.”—** Why then, 
*> in fuch feafons 0ב‎ 1636 will ye not wear 65 
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diency of taking another wife is {clf-evi- 
dent, and from nothing more than its 
being Gop’s own appointed remedy 


againft the fad eonfequences of /uff—If 


>> and ftockings like other people?” * No—our 
>> rule forbids it.”—‘* Can you really fuppofe,” 
replied I, ‘* that Gop can require this at your 
ἐς hands? or that there is any merit in thus ex- 
>> pofing yourfelves to mifery,; and even death it- 
felf; merely becaufe men like yourfelf have com= 
>> manded 16 ?—it is more like /el/f+murder than re- 
5% ligton.”’—Here the father grew a little angry— 
however I pacified his wrath, by wrapping an 
half-crown קט‎ ina piece of paper (for they mutt 
not 20002 money) and putting it into his hand—he 
departed, fhaking his head at my profanenefs, and 
afluritre me, that I ** fhould have the prayers οὗ 1 
ἐς his‘ convent.” 

How much wifer are we than this poor friar? 
he would fooner die of a mortification im his feet, 
than quit his fandals and wear /hoes, 0003016 his rule 
forbids it!—We had fooner fee men in fituations 
which expofe them to diftrefs and deftruction, and 
women irretrievably ruined by thoufands, becaufe 
our rule mutt be obferved, inftead of permitting them 
to apply the remedy which Gop hath gracioufly 
afforded, the expedience of which is, in numberlefs 
cafes, as felf-evident, as the frzar’s making the 
change which I recommended to him. 

However, determining to trace the whole matter 
to the fountain-head, I have endeavoured to leave 
nothing unfaid upon the fubject, which might tend 
to elucidate it :—its importance is zuconceivably creat 
--and if we chufe to wear fandals, becaufe Sant 
Somebody or other found out that we muft not wear 
foots—=we mutt abide by the confequences. 


they 
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they cannot contain, let them marry, it is 
better to marry than to burn. 1 Cor. vil. 9. 
To fay that a married ew, under fuch 
eircumftances, might have applied this 
remedy under the law, but a Chriflian can- 
not under the gafpel, 1s to place us under 
a worfe bondage than the “fews were, 
when under the yoke which neither they nor 
their fathers could bear.’ A&ts xv. 10. 
Common fenfe, reafon, nature, here co- 
incide with fcripture in the reprobation 
of fuch anidea. ‘The man may be forced 
into whoredom, and he fhall be free; but 
if he marry he fhall be deemed a felon, and 
Suffer death as fuch, fays the pious ftatute 
Ofek Fae. τς ΤῈ | | 

The cafe of a married woman under 
fuch circumftances is very different, 26- 
caufe the law pofitively forbids any fecond 
union with another man, hving ‘ber δι 
band. See Rom. vii. 3. But then let it 
be remembered, that if the privileges of 
women are circumi{cribed by a ftricter rule 
than thofe of the men, fo are their 00/0072; 
thefe are ufually as much weaker than 
the paffions of men, as their bodily ftrength 
is weaker than the ftrength of men. 
I now {peak of women as to their natural 
{tate, not as corrupted and debauched in 
their minds by the adventitious circum- 
בצ‎ © 2 {tances 
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{tances of bad education, and led aftray 
by bad example. If gir/s, as foon as 
they can read, are to have amorous 70-- 
mances and novels put into their hands, 
perhaps obfcene and filthy books, where 
lefs difguife is ufed than in the former—if 
they are taught to relifh the lewdnefs of 
the ftage, and to mix in the diverfions 
of public affemblies, where men (like 
Milton's toad at the ear of Eve) make it 
their bufinefs to defile the purity of female 
minds by very impure converfation—it is 
no wonder that the rule which I have laid 
down, fhould be found liable to many ex- 
ceptions; but I have no doubt of its being 
fubfcribed to by every man, whofe happy 
lot itis to have married a /oder, truly- 
modeft woman. Were it otherwife—did 
the paffions of the weaker fex equal the 
paffions of men—had not Providence moft 
gracioufly ordained a confiderable difpa- 
rity, as one means of maintaining the 
{ubordination which women are under— 
the whole world טגת‎ be thrown into 
confufion. We may eafily judge of what 
confequences muft enfue, by taking a 
furvey of the diftraction of thofe families, 
where the zatural balance has been de- 
ftroyed. 
With regard to /uperftition, it takes fo 
| 2 many 
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many fhapes, and appears in fo many 
forms, that one may fay— 


Quo teneam vultus mutantem Protea nodo? Hor. 


~——while it changes thus, what chains can bind 
Thefe various forms; this Proteus of the mind? 
FRANCIS. 


Still it is uniform * in leading men 
from truth to falfhood—in ufurping an 
empire over the human mind, which is 
inimical to Gop’s glory, to the reverence 
we owe His commandments, as well as 
to the folid peace, comfort, and happi- 
nefs of mankind. Whether therefore 
JSuperftition appears in the fhape of a bra- 
zen image of an old man at Carthage, re- 
ceiving infants into his arms, and letting 
them drop through into a pit of fire—or 


* When we confider the various mazes of error 
into which mankind are led by the fingle principle 
of fuperfiition, it may remind us of that beautiful 
thought in Horace, Sat. iii. lib. it. 1. 48. &c. 


Velut fylvis, ubi paffim 

Palantes error certo de tramite pellit. 

Mle finiftrorfum hic dextrorfum abit; unus utrimque 
Error, fed variis illudit partibus, : 


As in a wood two travellers may ftray, 
Both lofe the path, each take a different way ; 
By one fame error both may be mifled, 
Though their loft fteps in various mazes tread. 
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of an old man, made of flefh and blood, 
at Rome, commanding people to renounce 
the evidence of their outward fenfes—or 
of a primitive father of the Chriftian church, 
declaring againft marriage as ** unlawful 
* under the gofpel,” and that ““ 811 /e- 
*> cond marriages are only a more {pecious 
* and decorous kind of adu/tery”—or of 

a grave and learned Englith ftatefman, en- 
aéting a law to put thofe afunder whom 
Gop. “hath joined together—or of a reverend 
divine, whether Popifh or Proteftant, 
maintaining that certain moral actions 
which Gop alowed, and in fome cafes 
commanded, under the law, are finful under 
the gofpel—fuperfition ἢ is 11111 the minifter 
of Satan, who is the God of this world, 
(2 Cor. iy. 4.) carrying on his grand de- 
fign to deftroy the Auman Species ; nor is 
there fo probable a way of effecting this, 
as in interfering with thofe wife regula- 
-tions which the Mof High hath made for 
the prefervation of the female (ὄχ, as may 
appear from much that has been faid, but 
from more which will be faid in the con- 
elufion of this treatife. 

It is greatly to be lamented, that fu- 
perftition has’ found its advocates, not 
only among the defgning and weak, but 
even among ‘the learned, and wife, and 
pious part of mankind; many melancholy 

inftances 
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inftances of this ftand upon record, not 
only in the annals of Popi/b, but of Pro- 
tefant literature. Here 1 find myfelf 
conitrained to animadvert on fome pafla- 
ges of the ¢wo fermons* before mentioned, 
with a few ftrictures on which, I 1 1 
conclude this chapter. 

The learned and pious author feems, in 
a note at the bottom of one of the pages, 
to infinuate that no marriage is valid in 
the fight of Gop, where the ** ceremony | 
> doth not pafs through the hands of a 
‘* prief; who,’ he tells us, “" aé#s in Gon's 
56 fread.” — Where is  fcripture- proof 
for this? No where—There is not a 
fingle inftance.of fuch a thing either in 
the O/d or New Teftament; neither the 
priefis nor Levites under the /aw, nor the 
apofiles and other munifters under the go/~ 
pel, appear to have interfered in any one 
inftance, nor is fuch a thing given_in 
commiflion to any of them. Their fe- 
veral offices are moft minutely fet forth 
in all the duties of them, but not a word 
about their marrying people; 1 am there- 
fore apt to think, that the maxim—de 
non apparentibus & non exiftentibus eadem 
eft ratio—is very applicable on this occa- 


fion. If fuch a thing had been, we mutt 


* See vol. i. 2% 
) 4 have 
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have met with it, when the adminiftra- 
tion of the public ordinances by the 
hands of the 27/02 and Levites was fixed 
under the Old Teftament, to whom it 
was death to add to, or diminifh from, the 
1600160 inftitutions of Gop. As for the 
paflages in Gen. i.-and ii. on which our 
author re{ts fo much of his doctrine, par- 
ticularly, Gop’s bringing the woman to the 
man and bleffing them, and therefore priefts 
are to do the fame—he might with 
equal ftrength of argument fay, that be- 
caufe we are told, Gen. ili. 21. Unto 
Adam and his wife did the Lord Gop 
make coats of fkins, and cloathed them, 
therefore we are only to wear /kins, and 

thofe are to be put on by a prieft. 
However, if this author’s doctrine be 
true, I defy him to fhew the record of 
one fingle /awfu/ marriage (that of Adam 
and Five not excepted) throughout the 
whole 3/2 ; for there is not one men- 
tioned in which a * prie/? appears to as 
een 


* Tt fhould feem, that, among other things 
which the church of Rome borrowed from the Hea- 
thens, this of marriage by a prieft was one. Sater, 
Bithop of Rome, in the end of the fecond century, 
feems to have taken the hint from that fpecies of 
marriage among the Romans, which was called 
conferration (fee before, vol. 1, Ρ. 33-) or rather 

sonfarreationsy 
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been concerned: quite the contrary; the 
jimplicity of the primary inftitution is 
uniformly preferved throughout the whole, 
and probably would have been fo ftill, if 
Pope Innocent the 1114 had not thrown 
marriage into the hands of the 270/05, on 
Peter Lombara’s finding it out to be a /2- 
crament. This was the origin of fo uni- 
verfally bringing an Suman ceremony into 
the place of a divine inftitution, and of 
courfe involving millions of the weaker 
fex in ruin and deftruCtion, by fuppofing 
Gop’s ordinance not binding, as in His 
fight, without the interference of human 
invention. 

Drawing any acts of Gop into prece- 
dents, without His authority fo to do, may 
appear to be very pious, but is in fact very 
profane, feeing that this cannot eafily be 
done, without adding to, or diminifbing 


confarreation, from the bride-cake of falted bread, 
which was eaten on the occafion, and was a cere- 
mony obferved at the marriages of the pontiffs and 
other prieffs, as alfo at the marriages of thofe per- 
fons whofe children were intended for the prie/f- 
hood. ‘Vhefe marriages were always celebrated by 
a prief. ‘* And here we difcover,” fays a late 
author, ** the firft inftance of 27/0/22 having cele- 
*> brated the rites of that inftitution.”? See Alex. 
Hift. Wom. vol. ii, 251, Chambers’s Did. tit. 
Confarreation. 
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from, what He hath exprefily command- 
ed. This is a rock on which our au- 
thor’s fcheme muft fplit; for he main- 
tains that—‘‘’Tis not, the form of words 
> which this or that church may make 
** ufe of in a matrimonial ceremony, 
5 that conititutes the marriage” /7. ὁ. in 
the fight of Gop; for as sto τῆς οὐ 
contrad, they certainly conftitute this)— 
which is very true; -but not fo what fol- 
Jows—*‘ but it is the act of joining toge- 
‘© ther, and pronouncing them 00 in the 
ὃς name of Gop, by. one that is commif- 
“ fioned to act in His name.”—In the 
firft place, no 100 commiffion, with re- 
10666 to marriage, ever did exift, nor, 
without a zew revelation, ever can, as the 
fmalleft trace of fuch a thing is not to be 
found in that revelation which we are 
already 046060 of. - Secondly, The Bible 
gives a very different account of the mat- 
ter; for the exprefs and pofitive ¢com- 
mand, Deut. xxii. 29. faith—SZe /hall be 
his wife; not  becauie a prief joins them 
“* together, or pronounces them one in 
* the name of Gop,” but תחת אשר ענה‎ 
BECAUSE 4e hath. humbled ber. Quod 
eam compreflit. Mont. Here then is the 
ἀξξ of marriage itfelf, by which they be- 
‘come one ἤει; therefore be may not uk 
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her away all his. days. Such is the pofi- 
tive precept of Gop—and yet it is to be 
fuppofed of vo validity whatfoever, un- 
lefs * ratified by fome ordinance of 4u- 

| man 


* When our Savrour is conyerfing with the 
swoman of ‘Samaria, (John iv.) ‘he fays to Ποῖ 
«ἐς Thou haft had five hufbands, and he whom thou 
© now haft, is. not thine hufband”—from whence 
fome have inferred, that fomething befides cohabz- 
‘tation is neceflary to conftitute 3 marriage in the 
fight of Gop. But let us fuppofe, that four of 
this ;woman’s hufbands. were.dead, or had divorced 
her for adultery, that, under either of thefe circum- 
‘ftances, fhe had married a fifth 20/2670, whom fhe 
‘had deferted, and lived in adultery with another man. 
‘She certainly had had five hujbands, and the man with 
whom fhe .now lived in adulterous commerce, perhaps 
clandeftinely, could not be properly ftyled her hu/- 
and, nor the his wife... See Rom. vii. 2. She 
therefore faid truly, that fhe had no hufband—hav- 
ing left shim who was her Jawful hufband, and 
living with an adulterer, who.was not. 

As this {cripture does not explain itfelf, we can 
only guefs at its meaning; but then our conjectures 
fhould be regulated by the whole analogy οἵ {crip- 
ture, and not be the furmifes of our own fancy. 
We thould fay (judging from the circumftances of 
things among % that a woman who lived with a 
-man without fome religious ceremony performed, 
had no hufband ; but this cannot be the meaning of 
‘this place, becaufe. the divine Jaw conftituted no 
religious ceremony whatfoever on the occafion. 
The whole legality of a marriage among the Fews 
depended on the ftate of the woman, either as except- 


ed 
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man contrivance——fauch IT. muft call the 
intervention of a prief, till I can find it 
in the fcripture. -- Without this, faith 
our author—* they both live in an * ha- 
“© bitual ftate of fornication and whore- 
>> dom.” —If fo, what are we to think 
of the patriarchs and others whom we 
read of in the Old Teftament, and whofe 
‘marriages are particularly related? 120 
and Rebekah, for inftance? All we read 
of their marriage is—that, I/aac brought 
her into bis mother’s tent, and took Rebe- 
hah, and fhe became his wife. Gen, xxiv. 
67. So Facob and Leah—And it came to 
pafs in the evening, that δὲ (Laban) took 
Leah bis daughter, and brought her to him 
(‘facob) and he went in unto her.—Going 


ed againft or not by the Jaw, or as betrothed or not 
to another man—not on any religious ceremony— 
otherwife we muft invalidate every marriage which 
is recorded in the word of Gop. 


* He might as truly have faid, that they both 
live in an habitual ftate of burglary and hou/febreak- 
ing; there is juft as much fcripture-authority for 
this as for the other. 

In fhort, this is the very /ye which the church of 
Rome wifhed to have believed, in order to frighten 
people into the hands of the prie/’s, in the lucrative 
bufinefs of marriage-ceremonies, difpenfations, &c. 
thus difhonouring and annulling the 22/0/00 infti- 
tution of the Mosr Hicu. 


Hoc Iruacus velit & magno mercentur ATRIDA. 
7 
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in unto a woman is * equivalent to m3y—~ 
humbling her, or lying with ber. Comp. 
Gens Wingo SKK 2- | 2.0; Ὅτι 
with 2 Sam. xii. 11. 1 Chron. il. 21. 
So in the cafe 01 facob and Rachel—And 
he (Laban) gave him Rachel his daughter 
to wife alfo, and he (“facob) went in alfo 
unto Rachel. See Gen. xxix. 23, 28, 30. 
So Boaz and Ruth, ch. iv. 13. Many 
more inftances might be cited; but I 
humbly conceive thefe are very fufficient, 
to prove, that a marriage may be valid 
in the fight of Gop, where there is no 


* This appears from many paflages of {cripture, 
where the words בא אל‎ are to be underftood in 
this fenfe. Comp. Gen. vi. 4. xxix. 21, 23, 30. 
XXX. 3, 4, 16. xxxvili. 2, 18. Prov. vi. 29. & 
al. So Calafio, fub --בא אל אשה בוא--.06ץ‎ 
ingreflus eft ad mulierem—id ef—Coivit. That 
this is what makes the aétual marriage in Gon’s 
account, and is the only ordinance effential thereto, 
is clearly to be gathered from Deut. xxi. 13. where 
it is faid, that after the expiration of the month, which 
was allowed the captive-dam/fel to bewail her friends, 
&c. after that, 

wero Ὁ nom | תבוא אליה ובעלתה‎ 
uxoremin 21 Εἰς & ejuserismaritus & 1תג6‎ 8 
thou fhalt GO 1N unto her, and be or become her 
hufband, and fhe fhall be or become thy wife—or a 
wife to thee. (GOING IN unto her, and being or be- 
coming her Lord—dy3—or hujband—and her being 
or becoming his woman, or wife—are here, as 
elfewhere, equivalent terms. See before vol. ie 
9. 44. 
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church—chapel—prieff—or outward cere- 
mony adminiftered by a prief; if not, 
then I will agree that thefe good folks 
lived in ‘ an habitual ftate of whoredom 
** and fornication.” But, by the leave of 
this learned author, and with all due de- 
ference to ““ Dr. Hickes’s excellent trea 
*> tife on the Criftian* priefthood,” there 
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_* Bithop Bonners in 9, Mary's revgn, made 4 
long ב12666‎ to the Convocation, in which he com- 
pared prie/ts to the Virgin Mary, in three points, 
and afterwards added ** The dignity of préeffs, by 
>> fome means, pafleth the dignity of augels; be- 
>> caufe there is no. power given to the angels to 
ἐς make the body of Curistr, which the leaft prief 
* may do on earth, and the higheft amge/ in heaven. 
“© ¢an not do. Wherefore 27/0/49 are to be honoured 
>> before all dings of the earth, princes, and nobles ; 
**. for a prief# is higher than a éimg, happier than an 
“© gngel, and seker of his Creator.”’ . Crit. Hitt. of 
Eng. p. 151. 7 ΨΩ 

> All this is 245. wife, true, andi feriptural, as to 
tontend that no marfiage is valid in the fight of 

Gop without the intervention of a 27/02. Let it 
once be proved from the Bible, that priefs made, 
marriages, or interfered in them in any. one in- 
flance, and I will not only fubfcribe to all Dr. 
Hickes fays in his ** excellent treatife,” but alfo 
to all Bifhop Bonner faid in his excellent [peech. 

If the reader will look into Lord Sommers’s 
Tras, vol. iit. p. 237, 238. he will find * twa 
>> excellent treatifes” of Dr. Hickes mentioned, in 
which, as appears by the tranfcripts from them, 
this learned and zealous Prote/fant divine perfectly 
harmonizes with Bi/hop Bonner—as to prie/ily dig— 

| | nity 
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18 another infuperable difficulty in this 
fame prieftly. {cheme of marriage ; which 
is, that however the ‘fews might have 
found fuch a perfon under the Mofaial 
difpenfation, Iam afraid, after that was at 
an end, if people had ftaid till they could 
have found a prief to marry them, they 
never ‘could have married at all, but 
muft have contented themfelves with 
living fingle, or “in an habitual ftate of 
‘© whoredom and fornication” — becaute, 
under the Chrifian difpenfation, we read 
of no-/iich officer in the church. We read 
of dtocot—men fenf immediately by 
Curist to feach. all nations, tw | 
them in the name of the Father, and of the 
Son, and of the Holy Gho/f —therefore 
nity—and as for a bifbop, ἐξ he is to be honoured as 
ἐς Gop; and 16 who makes himfelf a judge of a 
ἐς bifhop, makes himfelf a judge of Gop—and he 
>> who refifts a prief?, is guilty of greater treafon 
ἐς than he who refifts the king, the prief being the 
>> king’s fuperior.” Of prayers for the dead, he 
fays, ** There is the fame ground for thofe prayers, 
** as for our common Ghri/tidnity. . We believe 
>> thofe prayers are accepted, which defire Gop to 
>> hear the faints fot us, to fend the deceafed in 
>> Curis a good trial.” Ib. 236. I cannot help 
confidering fuch fort of divines as mu/es; neither 
Papifts nor Proteftants, but between both; though 
rather partaking moft of the former, 6126014117 where 
toleration is concerned, 


5 eminently 


] 208 [ 
eminently ftyled—apoffles. We likewife 
find one added to their original number, 
whofe commiffion, received immediately 
from CurisT himfelf, runs in thefe re- 
markable words, (Acts xxvi. 17, 18.) 70 
the Gentiles I fend thee, to open their eyes, 
to turn them from darknefs to light, and 
Srom the power of Satan unto Gon, that 
they may 7006/06 forgivenefs of fins, and in- 
heritance among them which are fanttified 
by faith that 1s in me. In all this there is 
not a word about priefthood or marriage. 
We likewife read of ἘἜπισκοποι, overfeers, 
which we call d:/hops—of πρεσζυτεροι, εἰ- 
ders—hAianovol, deacons ;—but in all that 
is faid about them (and their feveral of- 
jices are very particularly mentioned, as 
well as their characters and gualiications ) 
not the leaft hint appears of their inter- 
ference in the affair of matrimony. For 
any man, or fet of men, to tell us that 
they are commiffioned from Gop, to do 
a thing, which is not fo much as men- 
tioned in any commuiffion which they can 
produce from the {cripture, as ever hay- 
ing been given to any man upon earth, 
may charitably be fuppofed an impofition 
on their own underftandings ; but when 
forced on the belief of others, it is an 
infult on the underftandings of the pe 
0 
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of the world: It is even worfe ftill, for 
it is acting with the confciences of men, 
as the old prophet in Bethel acted towards 
the man of Gov who came out of Fudab to 
feroboam ; it 15 Lyng to them in the name 

of the Lord. See 1 Kings xu. 18. 
As for a prief, there zs not, nor. can 
there be, fuch a minifter or officer of 
the Chriftian church. For every prieft 
(whether high-prieft or other, compare 
Heb. v. 1. with Heb. x. 11.) taken from 
among men, is ordained for men in things 
pertaining to Gon, that he may offer both 
gifts and facrifices for fins; and by reafon 
hereof he ought, as for the people, fo alfo 
for himfelf, to offer for fins. And צתפצס‎ 
PRIEST flandeth daily miniftring and offer- 
ing the fame facrifices, which can never take 
away fins—But this man (CuristT Jesus) 
after he had offered one facrifice for fins, for 
ever fat down on the right hand of Gop— 
Jor by ONE OFFERING 06 hath perfected for 
ever them that are fanéctified. Of courfe 
there remaineth no more facrifice for fins, 
(Heb. x. 26. latter part) no more order 
of priefthood among men. The truth is, 
that the whole prie/thood under the Jaw 
centered in CurisT under the gofpel; He 
is in reality what the former was in type 
and figure.— The Levitical priefthood, 
with every circumftance relative thereto, 
Vou. 11. Ρ was 
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was a figure for the time then prefent, (Heb. 
ix. 9.) The Holy Ghoft thus fignifying, that 
the way into the hoheft of all was not yet 
made manifeft, while as the firft tabernacle 
was yet flanding, ver.8. But Curist 
being come, an high-prieft of good things to 
come, Sic. now once in the end of the world 
hath appeared to put away fin by the sa~ 
cripice oF Himsexr. See Heb. ix. 11, 
&c. To imagine, therefore, that He 
appointed an order of men to ofter gifts and 
facripices for fins (which is the {eripture- 
definition of the prieft’s office) befides 
having no warrant from the fcripture, is. 
to imagine CHRIST’s ONE SACRIFICE 
of Himse xr imperfect, and to ftand in 
need of fomething 6166 to make it effec- 
tual—this runs us directly into what the 
church of England[Art. 31.] very proper- 
ly ftyles—‘* the blafphemous /fadles and 
* dangerous deceits’ of the facrifice of the 
Popifh mafs, wherein a man profefles to 
offer CHRIST over again, and very con- 
{iftently 157165 * himfelf'a Pref! — 

In 


* Or rather is fo {tyled by the church of Rome; 
for in the council of Trent is a decree in the follow- 
ing terms, viz. ** The facrifice and the prie/theod 
6 are united in each law; therefore there being a 
>> yifible facrifice in the New Teffament, that is the 
>> Bucharif?, it muft be confefled, neceffarily, that 
°° ‘there is a vifible and external prie/hood, in which 

any \ 5 power 
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In one fenfe, every Chrifiian believer ig 
a prieff; that is to fay, in the fpiritual 
fenfe defcribed, 1 Pet. ii. 5. Ye alfo, as 
lively ftones, are built up a fptritual houfe, 
an holy priefihood, to offer up SPIRITUAL 
SACRIFICES acceptable to Gop ὧν Jesus 
Curist. So St. John, (Rev. 1. ᾿ς," 6.) 
Unto Him that loved us, and ‘wafbed us 
Jrom our fins in His own blood, and hath 
madesus KINGS and PRIESTS unto GoD 
and His Father, to Him be glory and do 
minion, &c. ‘The appellation of KINGs, 
as well as that of 2218818, equally be- 
longs to all Chriftian believers alike, but 
to no outward order, or particular fet of 
men among them, in any exclufive fenfe 

whatfoever. 
The pride and infolence of churchmen 
began very * early to work, and to aim 
| at 


>> power is given, by divine inftitution, to confe- 
>> crate, offer, and minifter the Euchari/f?, and to 
*> remit and retain fins.” ‘Though this decree con= 
tains almoft as many /yes as words—yet it was 10[- 
lowed by an horrible anathema on all who fhould 
deny it. Brent, Hift. Council of Trent, 738, 739. 
Another anathema of the fame council, is againft— 
** thofe who fhould fay that Curist, by thefe 
*> words—Do THIS IN REMEMBRANCE OF Me— 
*> hath not inftituted priefs, and commanded them 
“ to offer.” Ib. 574: 

* ‘Thofe vile forgeries, which bear the name of 
the apeftolical conftitutions, (the authors of which, it 
is pretended, were the twelve apoftles, and St. Paul, 

2? ג‎ gathered 
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at that dominion over the 605 
of men, which has been brought to fo 
thorough a perfection by the Popes of 
Rome, though fo formally renounced by an. 

holy 


gathered together, with Clemens their amanuenfis} 
repeat it over and over, left Chriftians טס‎ 
forget it, that “5 a bifhop. is a god, a god upon 
“earth, and a king, and infinitely fuperior to a 
** king, and ruling over rulers and kings.” . They 
command -Chrifiians to give him tribute as to a 
king, and to reverence him as a god, 806. Jortin, 
vol. i. p. 154. | 

Many paflages there are in Cyprian’s writings, 
who lived in the thzrd century, containing high no- 
tions of epzfcopal authority and ecclefraftical jurifdic- 
tion. While he ftrenuoufly oppofed the dominion of 
one Pope, he feemed to make as many popes as bi- 
foops, and mere arithmetical noughts of the reft of 
the Chriftians. 1b. vol. it. p. 75- 4 

But there is a Popifh writer named A/anus de 
Rupe, who, in an ** excellent treatife on the dig- 
nity and excellency of the Chriftian priefthood,” leaves 
the blafphemy of Bonner, Hickes, &c. far behind ; 
for he makes, in a paflage 1 have now before me, a 
pricft greater than Gop himfelf. | ** Quilibet /acer- 
*> dos habet poteftatem patris, & (falva femper Dei 
*> reverentia) habet majorem potentiam quam Pater 
‘© omnipotens in mundi efficientia, Nempe Pater 
>> feptem dies laboravit, tam in opere creationis quam 
*> diftin€tionis, fed facerdoscelebrans quilibet, quan- 
>> tumque parvus, majus his omnibus facit. 

>> Pater enim ibi facit creata, fed facerdos in- 
%> creatum. Ibi Deus producit effectus, fed facer- 
** dos caufa caufarum generat. 

>> Quanta eft igitur diftantia Dei a mundo creato, 
*¢ tanta eft excellentia operis facerdotalis fuper opus 
** creationis. Unde definitiyé dico, quod majus eft 

** opus 
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holy apoftle—2 Cor. i. 24. The firft fep 
to making men’ do wuaT the clergy 
pleafed, was to make them éeheve as 
they pleafed.—So early as the /econd cen- 
tury, “ the Cdriffian dofors had the 


‘good fortune to perfuade the people, 


that the minifters of the Chri/tian 


6% 


‘church 106066066 to the character, 
rights, and privileges of the לי‎ 
priefihood, ‘and this perfuafion was a 
new fourceof honours and profitto the 
facred order. ‘This notion was propa- 


‘gated with induftry fome time after 


opus 1206100015, quam habere potentiam creandi 


creata tot mundorum quot funt ‘fubftantiz in 


mundo, &c.” 

>> Every prieft hath the power of a father, and 
(with reverence to Gop be it fpoken) ‘hath 
greater power than the Father Almighty had in 
making the world. For the Father (Gop) Ja- 
boured{eyen days, as well in the work of cre- 
ation as diftinction ; -but a prie/? celebrating (the 


‘ mafs) though ever fo inconfiderable in himfelf, 


doth greater things than all thefe; for there the 
Father makes created things, but the prée/? what 
is uncreated. ‘Chere Gop produces effects, but 
the prief? generates the caufe of caufes. 

>> As much diftance, therefore, as there is of 
Gop from the created world, fo far is the ex- 
cellence of the facerdotal work above the work 
of creation. Whence, I definitively fay, that 
the work of a prief? is greater, than to have a 
power of creating the creatures of as many 
worlds, as there are fubftances jn the world, 


3 ες the 


) 7?" 


6% 
ἐς 


6 
ἐς 
66 
6% 


6 6 


/ 


[ 214 [ 


** the reign of Adrian. Accordingly the 
>> bifhops confidered themfelves as invett- 
% ed with a rank and character fimilar 
‘* to thofe of the HIGH-PRIEST among 
>> the Jews, while the pre/byters repre- 
‘< fented the prirsts, and the deacons 
> the Levires.” Mofheim, vol. i. p. 
58, 101.. Thus did they * extend the 
*> limits of their authority, turn’.their 
‘* qnfluence into dominion, their counfels 
*> into\ laws, and openly 41007000, at 
> Jength, that Curist had impowered 
>> them to prefcribe to His people 00+ 
> thoritative rules of faith and manners.” 
Ib. 88... The hiftory of the church ftill 
fhews us, how /uperftition enlifted on the 
fide of church power, refitted the autho- 
rity of f{cripture-evidence, ‘* made 6 
*> obfervance of human rites and cere- 
‘© monies neceflary to the attainment of 
5 falvation.” Ib. 296.—till, in the rath 
century, Pope Innocent the third turned 
marriage into a facrament, and threw it 
into the hands of prze/’s, on whofe admi- 
niftration of certain human rites and ce- 
remonies, its validity before Gop was 
fuppofed to depend ; fo that parties jommed 
together otherwife than by this means, 
were deemed to live in *‘an habitual ftate 

%> of whoredom and fornication.” 
When I think on thefe things, I can 
hardly, 


A 
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hardly, with any degree of gravity, tran- 
{eribe what our author lays down as an 
axiom, ** That neither the woman can 
>> give herfelf to the man, nor can her 
*> father or friend give her to him /- 
** mediately, but the hands of the prieff 
‘© only.” The Rubric fays, that ““ the | 
>> minifter, receiving the woman. at her 
*> father’s or friend’s hands, fhall caufe 
>> the man with his right hand to take 
*> the woman by her right hand, and 
““ fay after him,” &c. This is a very 
decent and harmlefs part of the ceremo- 
ny—but when we are told, that ** the 
€ woman can neither give 207/00, nor 
*> the man fake der, but at the hands of 
** the prief only,” we are, I fuppofe, to 
underftand this to be fo effentia/ to mar- 
ridge, that, without it, it is not 00/0 in 
the fight of Gop. Here is fomething 
very /erious indeed ; for what muft be- 
come of people who do not ufe this ce- 
remony? are they to be deemed to ‘live 
*> in an habitual ftate of whoredom and 
>> fornication 2” The Quakers, for * in- 

{tance ? 


- * On this plan, what muft be faid of thofe who 
married during the times of the grand rebellion, 
when marriages were performed by the ju/tices of 
the peace, and this for about eighteen years toge- 
ther? Thefe marriages wer: declared valid by the 
a&t of 12 Car. Π σ᾽ 33- which confirms all that 
9 : 4 were 
ὦ 
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ftance?—they mutt all, who marry among 
them, be loft eternally—for fornicators 
and whoremongers have πὸ inberitance in 
the kingdom of Gop. 1 Cor. vi. 9. 80 
that this gentleman’s notions, like the 
Pope's bulls, carry an anathema wherever 
they are departed from. To invent a 
{cheme, for which there is not a tittle of 
evidence from the Bzd/e, and then pofi- 
tively affert it to be the only one by 
which marriage can be Jawfully contract- 
ed, was worthy the Aaughtine/s of a- Pope, 
but not quite fo hecoming the decent humi- 
lity of a Proteftant divine; more efpecially. 
when the Bzd/e is by no means filent on the 
fubject of marriage, hut furnithes us with 
a {tream of evidence concerning 16, which 
evidently runs in another channel. 

When we are commanded, to be /fo/- 
lowers of thofe who through faith: and pa- 
tience inherit the promifes (Heb. vi. 12.) we 
can hardly fuppofe that God would fet 
before us, for our «mitation, a people 
who 5 lived in an habitual ftate. of 
‘* 5007700007 and fornication,’ and yet we 
do not find one fingle inftance of their 
marrying according to our author’s plan ; 
were thus had and folemnized from May 1, 1642, 
to the year 1660. But this could not falve the 
matter, nor prevent the bitter confequences of mar- 
vying without a prief?; which, if what this author 
fays be true, muft be bitter indeed! 000008 


they 
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they ‘certainly could and did = ** receive 
«**their wives from the hands of the fa- 
>> 1618 עס‎ friends, ἀπά not from’ the 
>> hands of a prieff” at all. -facobd re- 
ceived Leah immediately from: Ket [4- 
ther Laban ; thus he afterwards received 

Rachel? Tfaac is no'where' {aid to reéeive 
Rebekah, nor Abram to receive’ Sarat. 
*> by the hands<of α΄ prie/?.” סא‎ does 
this appear +0 have been: the ‘cafe, ‘either 
before or after the giving of the 1aw,-in 
the Old Teftament; neither is there the 
{malleft trace of it throughout the New 
Teftament. So that “all this learned 
author's difcourfe about priefts and ‘mar 
riages, {tands on no better foundation 
than the Pharifees traditions, which were 
invented by one fet of men, handed down 
from them to another, and deheved by 
the fuperftitious and ignorant of 1066660- 
ing generations, ‘till they gained an au- 
thority in fome cafes equal to, in others 
above, the written word οἵ Gov: 

Our author very truly fays in a note 
-- Τὸ was therefore death under the 
ἐς law of Mofes, for any ffranger, that is, 
*> one who was not of’ the prieffly order, 
** to invade the priefly office (Numb: 
* xvill. 7.) Which was aually and 
*> dreadfully executed upon ° felf-fufhi- 
** cient Corah and his deiftical company 

6 (Numb. 
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> (Numb. .נש‎ 4. and 32.)) nay, fo very 
“* facred was the office of the prie/hood, 
*> that even dzmgs themfelves..were im- 
*> mediately and. fignally punithed by 
5% Gop himfelf, for ufurping it under 
““.the law | οἵ. 00/0, as we may read 
“© (2 Chr. xxvi..18, 19, 20.). in the cafe 

> of king Uxzziab.” 
= Here I would ablerve,. that, if it was 
fo. penal to.ufurp, the 27/0/0004 under 
the law of Mofes, which .prie/thood was 
only typical of the priefhood of CuRisT, 
may it not be worth the while of this 
guthor to confider what it mutft..be to 
ufurp ‘the priefhood of Curis. itfelf? 
The apoftle thews, Heb. vii. that the typi- 
cal priefthood patted in fucceflion from one 
man +0 another, therefore there was. al- 
ways.an order of men called.of Gop, and 
appointed to.that, office; for no man 
could take that honour to bunfelf, but he 
that ἃς called of God, as. was Aaron, 
Heb. v. 4., The fame 020// points out 
avery remarkable difference with refpect 
to the priefihood of CurtstT—which is, 
that it all refides in Him, and .cannot 
pafs to any one elfe. They truly were 
many priefis, becaufe they .were, not fuf= 
fered to continue by reafon of death ; but 
this man, becaufe He continueth ever, hath 
---ἀπαράξατον 1600000 ---8 pricfhood which 
cannot pa/s from ἘΠῚΜ to any other. This 
15 
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is a truth of the laft importance, for our 
falvation depends upon it, as may be 
gathered from the words. of the next 
verfe, (fee Heb. vii. 23, 24, 25.) When 
therefore perfons aflume an office, which 
is no where faid in the New Teftament 
to belong to. any but the Great Hic 
Prirst, who is the glorious antitype of 
the whole Fewifh priefbood, and when 
they mean any thing by the .‘‘ CAri/tian 
>> priefthood” but the priefthood of Curist 
himfelf, which is ἀπαράδατος, wmpaffable 
from Him to any, may we not reafona- 
bly doubt, whether <‘ 000/02 and his de- 
* iftical company were the only felf-fuf- 
>> ficient invaders of the prieftly office ?” 
This doubt will be foon cleared up, if 
what is faid Heb. vii. viii. ix. x. touch- 
ing the difference between the prie/fhaod 
under the /aw of Mo/es, and the priefthood 
of Jesus Curist under the oath of Juno- 
Υ ΑΗ, be duly confidered and attended to. 
But our author proceeds—* Is it not 
** in conformity to Gop’s bringing the 
> firft woman to the 87 man, that 
** the minifter, who adts in Gon’s ftead in 
our ceremony, gives the woman to the 
man, and afterwards joins them in 
>> Gop’s* name, not his owu, when he 
56 fays— 
9 The unauthorized ufe of the names of the 07- 
vine perfons in the holy and dblefed Trinity, when the 
prieft 
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6 fays—* Thofe whom Gop hath joined 
*> together (not I) let not man put afun- 
reoder,’ ’— You 166 that neither the woman 
>> can give herfelf to the man, nor can her 
>> father or friend give her to him imme- 
** diately, but by the hands of the prie# 
“only, who receiving her, as our Rubric 
>> fays, from them, gives her to the man; 
>> which fhews, that the compilers of our 


$6, ו‎ form were better* apprized 
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ΠΣ joins the parties in matrimony, is copied, as we 
have feen (before, p. 150.n.) froma decree of the Po= 
ifp>council of Trent, who gave the following. wicked 
réafon for their introd uction—they faid, that—** the 
*> ufe of thefé words ‘was decréed to πὸ ‘other end, 
+ but that in-aifhort;time it might be made an ar- 
Sticke of faith, that. thofe words pronounced by 
ἐς the parifh pric? were the form of the facrament.” 
So that what the Papi/?s invented-in order to make 
the peopleideleve a lye, is here treated as an effential 
part of the ceremony, or rather of the very marriage 
itfelf 4 See Brent. Fift. Coun. Trent. Ῥ. 701. 

* The old proverb faith—** Give the Devil his 
<¢ due:’’—therefore it is not quite handfome, to 
attribute this ingenious infight into.the divine πε 
fiitution of marriage to ““ the.compilers of our mar 
₪ trimonial form,’ for they~ ץ!|תוג!ק‎ borrowed 
the chiefeft: part of our proceedings from the 
church of Rome. «;When the councit] of Trent; 
building on Pope: Innocent the 111855 foundation, 
(fee before 147—-150) were determined to give a 
finifhing ftroke to religious: liberty, by throwing 
the coniciences of men ל‎ the hands of 0 
and to make the marriage-union no longer depen- 
dent.on Gon’s word, but.on man’s law, they efta- 
blifhed a decree as follows : 

| >> And 


® 


n 
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of the divine inftitution of marriage, 
as well as of the facred importance of 
the prie/t’s ofice, than fome among us 
at prefent feem to be.” 


nd becaufe prohibitions do no cood, the /ynod 


doth comMAND, that the matrimony {thall 
be denounced in the church three fe/fival- 


days (we fay Sundays) before it be contracted, 


and, no impediment being found, fhall be ce- = 
lebrated in the face of the church; where the 
parifb-prief?, having interrogated the man and 
the woman, and heard their confent, fhall fay, 
--1 join you in matrimony (we fay, ‘* 1 pro- 
nounce you to be man and wife together’) 
in the name of the Father, Son, and Holy Gho/t, 
and fhall ufe other words accuftomed in the 
province. Notwithftanding, the /fynod doth 
refer it to the will of the bifhop (here’s a falvo 
for licences) to omit the banns; but doth de- 
clare thofe to be incapable of marriage, who 
attempt to contract it without the prefence 
of the parifh-prief?, or another prie/? of equal 
authority, and of two or three witnefles ; 
making void and nullifying fuch contracts, and 
punifhing the tranfgreflors.”” Afterwards it 


A 


«ς 


faith, ** The /ynod will have this decree to be in 


force within thirty days after it fhall be pub- 
lifhed in every parifh.—Brent. 785. 


6 6 
6 


To hear a grave and learned Proteftant divine 
comment on all this Popifh rubbifh, juft as fo- 
lemnly as if it was a decree of Heaven, affords 
no fmal! proof of the force of prejudice and fu- 
perftition: and indeed, were not the fubjeét toa 
ferious for fuch an expreffion, might be called ridi- 
culous. The above is nearly the model of our 
marriage plan, as it ftands at prefent, and tho- 
roughly vacates the divine obligation arifing from 
the divine command, 
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If our compilers of the marriage-cere- 
mony, meant to reprefent what was 
done in Paradife, at the firft inftitution 
of marriage, they have acquitted them- 
felves very aukwardly, for there is not 

a fingle circumftance alike. | 
As to the ““ muinifter’s acting in Gop’s 
620 ---1 do not find that Gop did any 
thing but bring her to the man, whereas 
with us the man brings the woman to 
church, and fets her before the mznifer 
—nor did Gop /peak on the occafion— 
whereas the muinifter reads a long cere- 
mony, attended with many * circumftan- 
| 8 


* Burnet, in his preface to .111/7. Ref. obferves, 
that the ** primitive Chrz/fians brought in many rites 
>> of Heathenifm into their worfhip.”—The ufe af 
the ring in marriage, feems to have been derived 
from this fource, for that it was an heathen cuftom 
appears in Hooker, Eccl. Pol. fol. edit. 1723, p. 267. 
The Fews, not improbably, borrowed it 8110 from the 
Eleathen ; for that the bridegroom put a ring on the 
bride’s finger is certain. Broughton Hitt. Lib. vol. ii. 
179. We take it from the church of Rome. 
> Mr. Chambers—Di&. under the word Ring—gives 
us the following account :-- 

“© A fecond kind of rings were the annuli /ponfa- 
*> iti, wedding-rings. Some carry the origin of 
<> this cuftom as far back 35 the Hebrews, on the au- 
““ thority of a text in Exod. xxxv. 22.—Leo of .0- 
*> dena, however, maintains that the antient He- 
5% brews did not ufe any nuptial ring. Selden, in his 
6 Ux. Heb. 11. ii. c. 14. Owns, that they gave a 
>> ring in the marriage, but that it was only in lieu 
** of a piece of money of the fame value, which had 
** ufed to have been given before.» ss 6 


] 223 [ 
ces which are entirely the invention of 
the compilers—therefore the ** minifter’s 
> acting in Gon’s ftead” without being 
commanded fo to do, either by precept 
or example from Gop’s book, is, if very 
clofely attended to, and examined upon 
the footing of fcripture, not quite fo 
like what paffed in Paradife, as what 
was tranfacted ona certain occafion which 
our author has mentioned, concerning 
certain ** felf-fufficient intruders” into 
an office which did not belong to them, 
not being efpecially appointed thereunto 
by Gop bimfelf. If the fate chufes that 
the civil contract, which is to give the 
fecurity which it requires for the mar- 
riage of the parties, fhould pafs through 
the hands of a miniffer in a church, in the 
prefence of the congregation, a decent pro- 
per ceremony compiled for that purpofe is 
certainly expedient—but when we are told 
of a divine inflitution—the importance of the 
prieft's office—his acting in Gon’s ftead, and 
“ἢ Gon’s zame—we muttrequire plain /erip- 
ture-proof for all this; but more efpecially 
when we are informed, that all this muft 


>> The Greeks and Romans did the fame; and, from 
“Ὁ them, the Chriftians took it up veryearly, as appears 
>> from Tertullian, and in fome antient liturgies, 
5 where we find the form of bleffing the nuptial ring.” 
The ufe of the ring in marriage is, therefore, not one 
of thofe circum/tances which are to be reckoned among 
the inventions of our compilers of the marriage-ceremony. 


2 be 
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be coriiplied with;on pain and peril of 0/6 
nal damnation; for. that muft be the confe- 
quence of living in ** an habitual ftate of 
«ὁ whoredom and fornication,” which ourau- 
thor;hath, peremptorily declared to be the 
cafe ofall, who are not pronounced man 
and wife, by the ‘© mouth of a prieft.” 
- 1 fhould ‘not have 1316 fo much on 
this author's doctrines upon the fubject 
of, marriage, were they not embraced fo 
generally among us; they have, fince 
Pope Innocent the Mid. laid the foundation 
of them, by throwing marriage into the 
hands of ecclefajtics, been growing in cre- 
dit; till. at length it became, among the 
generality, almoft eftablithed as an article 
of faith; and now confirmed by act of par- 
liament,'26: Geo. 11. 6. 33. that, ** where 
there is no ceremony performed by a 
>> prieft(and ¢his under certain conditions of 
“© human invention / there is no marriage*,” 
confequently the divine imflitution, with all. 
its eight of obligation, is entirely va- 
cated 


A recent and moft melancholy inftance of this 
mifchievous and antifcriptural /ye, as to its tendency 
with regard tothe principles and practices of mankind, 
has appeared in the fad and deplorable cataftrophe of 
the unfortunate Mifs Ray, and of her ftill more unfor- 
tunate admirer Mr. H.—Had the divine law, and not 
Popifh tradition, been made the dafs of our Jaws with 
refpect to marriage, he would have been taught to 
have confidered her fituation as that of the wife of 
the noble Lord, οὐδ whom fhe had feveral sa 

an 
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ated and fet afide, nor can the {cripture 
be brought, with its due authority, to 
re{cue thofe from deftruétion and per- 
dition, who have a right to its pro+ 
tection. How fubfervient this human 
marriage-{cheme has been made, by the 
father of lyes, to the interefts of his king- 
dom, in the promotion and inereafe of 
whoredom and proflitution, I need not be 
at much pains to prove; the eyes and 
ears of every man who walks the ftreets 
of our metropolis after fun-fet, will be 
very fufficient judges of the matter from 
their own obfervation. | 

I will now fhut up my remarks on our 
leatned author, with citing entirely avery 
awful paflage, which he has tran{cribed 
partially at the conclufion of his two di/- 
courfes. IL teftify unto every man that 
heareth the words of the prophecy of this 
book, if any man fhall ΑὖΡ unto thefe 
things, Gov. jfhall app unto him the 
plagues that are written in this book. And 


and with whom, it was faid, fhe had cohabited from 
the age of fixteén, to the fatal moment which 
firft brought Mr. H. to her acquaintance—he could 
never have thought of foliciting her hand in mar= 
riage, and confequently of indulging fuch a refent- 
ment, on her perfifting in a tefufal, as at laft ended 
in his becoming her murderer, and, intentionally, his 
own—but he was awfully referyed for the hands of 
the public executioner / 
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if any man fhall TAKE Away from the 
words of the book of this prophecy, Gop 
foall TAKE AWAY bis part out of the 
book of life, and out of the boly citys 
and from the things which are written 
in this book. Comp. Rev. xxii. 18, 19. 
with Deut. iv. 2. | | 
“The church of England, though 

** fhe does not confider marriage as a 
‘© facrament, yet looks upon it as an in- 
«« {titution fo facred, that it ought always 
** to be celebrated by an ecclefaftical per- 
>> fon. And by feveral. canons of our 
ἐς church it is declared, to be no lefs 
*¢ than proftituting one’s daughter, to 
give her in marriage without the blefi- 
ing of a pref. But marriages with- 
out this fanétion are’ not therefore 
> null and void. Yor, though. the pofi- 
*> tive daw. of man ordains matriage to 
*> be made by a. prief, that law only 
>> makes marriages 012670106 ‘{olem- 
« nized irregular, but does not diffolve 
“ them.” | Broughton Hitt. Lib. tit. 
Marriage. This paflage in Mr. Brough- 
ton is confirmed. byauthorities: cited. in 
the margin of his book} and ‘{erves to 
prove the fentiments of the church of 
England, with regard to marriage, ante- 
vcedently: to the marriage-aéf—the paff- 
ing of which has overturned every πῆς 
0 


ἐς 
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of the divine inflitution, as being of any 
obligation merely in zz/e//, fo that mar- 
riage is now more like a creature of the 
feate,than an ordinance of Heaven. 
owever, it does appear, that though 
the church of England made .fome canons 
in very early days which favoured of /u- 
perfiition; yet. fhe has uniformly main- 
tained fo far the honour οὗ 6 
infitution, that an irregularity (even the 
want of a prief) in the adminiftration 
of the ceremony which was to attend the 
folemnization of it, did not vacate the 
obligation of the thing itfelf. See be- 
10706 0-2 ας 5-6 | 
To conclude—If /uperfiition 6016 in 
believing certain religious tenets which 
have no foundation or warrant from. the 
{cripture, as well as in fetting up human 
tradition as a rule of faith and practice in 
religious matters—if Aere/y confifts in 
adbering to certain. pofitions and doc- 
trines as fo many religious truths, which 
are inconfifient with, and in many 16- 
{pects oppofite to the mind and will of 
Gop, as revealed in the fcripture—I will 
leave it, to the difcretion of the reader 
‘to determine, under which of the sfwo 
he will. rank the following pofitions, 
which are deducible from the fyftems of 
_dawand divinity in this kingdom. | 


ἃ» That 
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That a man can feduce a virgin, and 
lie with her, and yet fhe not be his 
wife in the fight of Gop, and the man 
not be compellable to make her fo in 
the face of the world. 

That no union is binding on the par- 
ties, unlefs authorized by human Jaws. 

That a man and woman may divorce 
each other, fo as that the woman may 
marry again to another—if not joined by 
act of parliament. 

. That polygamy, though allowed of Gop 
under the Old Teftament, was forbidden 
by Jesus.Curist under the New Tef- 
tament, and is therefore /inful, and if fo, 
damnable. 

That where a man has two wives of 
bis own, he fhall be deemed a felon, and 
fuffer death as fuch—but if he debauch 
ever fo many wives of other men he thall 
be free. 

That it is a greater crime to be a po/y- 
gamif? in one inftance, than to be a whore- 
monger in an hundred, * 


That 


* ‘This and the following paragraph may remind 
-usof an apothegm of Cardinal Campegius, about the 
time of the reformation, who faid—** Multo gra- 
τς vius 606 peccatum quod facerdotes fiant mariti, 
$¢ guam fi plurimas domi meretrices alant.”—** Ie 

** was 


by wan. 1 


That it is more criminal to marry fwo 
qives, than to defile and then abandon 
ever fo many virgins. 

That human laws, maxims, cuftoms, 
inventions, and prejudices, are to fu- 
perfede the obligation of the dine 
law. 

That 


>> was a much more grievous fin that priefts fhould 
>> marry, than that they fhould seep many harlots.” 

However fhocking the Cardina/’s fentiments may 
feem to us, yet they are not at all more oppofite to 
{cripture, than ours upon the fubjects here men- 
tioned : and may ferve to thew, how far fuperfti- 
tion and prejudice may lead thofe who leave the 
word of Gop, turn their ears fram the truth, and 
> are turned unta fables, 2 Vim. iv. 4. 

Some time before the reformation, the magiftrates 
of the Swi/s cantons made an edict that—** Every 
“<< 27/62 thould be bound to have his proper 007- 
>> cubine, that he might not enfnare the chaftity of 
>> modeft women.” _ 

Hugo, Bithop of Conftance, in his letter to Zurie 
againft Zu:mglus, fays—‘* though this feemed a 
** ridiculous decree, yet it was neceffary to be 
“* made, nor could be changed, unlefs that as 
>> much as was conftituted in favour of keeping con- 
>> cubines, were at that prefent converted unto 
> lawful matrimony.” See Brent. Hift. Counc, 
Trent. p. 7. 

As for Luther, becaufe he wrote againft the ce- 
libacy of the prieffs and monks, the nuncio of 
Pope Adrian to the diet of Noremberg, anno 
1523, reprefented him as ** treading in the way 
>> that Mahomet did long ago, permitting carnal 
>> inclinations to be fatiated.” He alfo obferved, 


Q 3 that: 
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_ hat Jesus Curist has taught a 
more pure and perfect fyftem of morals — 
than is contained in the /zw of the Old 
Teftament. eLige 


that >> religious men forfook the cloifters, and 
>> returned to the world—that 27/0/22 married, ta. 
>> the great difgrace and contempt of religion——where- 
fore it was neceflary that fome orders were taken, 
+ that thefe /acrilegious marriages might be diffolved, 
>> the authors feverely punifhed, and the apofates 
6% reduced under the power of their fuperiors.”” 
Brent. 25; 26. After this, anno 1§30, the Em-. 
peror Charlies V. made an’ edict, that the mar-" 
ried 2/26/22 fhould either forfake their wives, or be’ 
banifhed: Ib. 57-—One accufation again{t: good’ 
Bifoop Cramner was, that he had been twice mar-' 
ried: that he had kept a wife /ecretly in the time 
of Hen. VIII. and open/y in the reign of Edw. 1 
Rapin vol! ii. Ρ..44.. In 1554, feven Bifhops were 
deprived by fpecial commiffion, for having defiled 
their funétions' by contracting marriage, in con- 
tempi of Gon, and manifeft μη of their own fouls, 
as well as to the grievous oftence of all orders of 
people, both clergy and laity. See Burnet Hitt. 
Reform. 274, 275. Part II. | 

When Gregory VIi. or Hildebrand, made his de- 
cree againft the marriage of ecclefiaftics, he branded 
it with the odious title of the here/y of the Nico- 
LaAirans. ’ Hift. of Popery, vol. i. p. 391. 

I mention thefe things, to fhew further, what 
abfurdity, folly, and wickednefs men may fall into 
themfelves, and lead others into, when: human 
imagination ufurps the‘place of divine wifdom, and 
we ceafe to cleave to the divine te/limony as the only 
rule of right and wrong, though under notions of 
ftricter purity and more exemplary boline/s. 


That 
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That therefore men are to govern them- 
félyes by fome- precepts of CHRIST, not 
by the moral law of the Old Tefta- 
ment. Bee wol, 1. Pp, 322: 2475 4. ἡ 
1 could almoft here adopt. the words 
of ‘the Marquis of Beccaria, in his in- 
genious αν on Crimes and Punifbments, 
and fay 01 fuch pofitions as thefe, as he 
does of certain modes of profecution— 
> What a labyrinth of abfurdities 1 ab- 
*> furdities, which” (it is to be hoped) 
** will appear incredible to happier po- 
* fterity. The 22/0/0220 only will be 
*> able to read in the nature of man, the 
*> poffibility of there ever having been 
“ς fuch a fyftem ! 

When the reader has revolved the 
above pofitions, and perhaps others which 
may incidentally arife from them, within 
his mind, he will moft likely begin to 
fee, farther than he did before, into that 
myftery of iniquity, which, mixing its 
baleful influence in the corrupt minds 
of men, transfufes itfelf as well into 
their religious, as into their worldly {γί- 
tems; and renders doth, as far as they 
are connected with each other, either 
independent on, inconfifient with, or oppo- 
fite to, the plan of the divine government ; 
and thefe in more refpets than we are 
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apt to imagine, till we examine into, 
and ferioufly confider the fubject, on the 
footing of the divine law itfelf; and 
weigh the importance of the Jaw, as 
well as of our obedience to it, by that 
holy jealoufy over it, which the GREAT 
Law-GiverR Himsetrr hath manifeft- 
ed in His word, This jealoufy of Gop 
over His Jaws, as a neceflary appendage 
to the ו‎ pages, fhall. be the 
fubject of the next chapter. | 


CHAP. 
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CHAP. IX. 


Of Gon’s Fealoufy over His Laws. 


\HIS title may be faid to form a 
confiderable part of the fubje@t of 
holy writ, and indeed to pervade, and, 
like the warp through the woof, to run 
throughout the whole. The more we 
contemplate thofe authentic records of 
the mind and will of Gop, the more aw- 
fully fhall we find this truth illuftrated 
both by precept and example.—I she 
Lorp thy Gop am a yealous Gon, vifiting 
the fins of the fathers upon the children, unto 
the third and fourth generation of them 
that hate me. Exod. xx. 5.—and again, 
Nah. 1. 2. Gop zs jealous, and the Lorn 
revengeth ; the LORD revengeth and 1s fu- 
rious, the LORD will take vengeance on Hts 
adverfartes, and He referveth wrath for His 
enemies. 

An exemplification of this chara€ter of 
the holy Gop, began with the firft a& of 
man’s difobedience—By one man fin entered 
jnto the world, and death by fin. Rom. v. 12. 


—T he 
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—The wages of fin is death. Rom. vi. 2 3. 
—In the day thou eateft thereof thou fhalt 
Surely die. Gen. ii. 17. Nor was this 
death a mere perfonal punifhment, inflicted 
merely on the perfoniof thé fr? offender 
—but on his whole ΣΟ —In ee all 
dé. τ COrsXV.22. (ὅς 
When men multiplied on Me לי‎ “trial - 
grefon maultiplied,.. till .Gon’sy yealoufy 
was, awakened and. provoked. to. deftroy 
the. whole world, except | eight. perfons, 
(1. Pet. ili. 20-( 07.8 flood. of waters, ᾿..ἄ 
Afterwards we {ee Sodom.and.Gomorrah,, 
with the five. Cities. of theplains . together. 
with their jnbahitants, deftroyed by. fre, 
and brimftone:rained down upon. them, ὅθ 
the LORD. out.of 4 beayen.... Gen, xix. 24... 
Not.to dwell. on. reneral topics, let. us: 
for a while defcend. to particulars, and 
we fhall find.Gop’s jealoufy over His laws 
difplayed throughout the fcripture. Even 
the ceremonial inftitutions furnith us with 
examples of this.. For inftance, in the 
cafe of Nadaband Abthu, Ley. ix. 1 —of 
Korah, Datban, and 4éiram, and all that 
appertained unto them, Numé. xvi. 32,33. 
who were :{wallowed up by the earth— 
the.250 who were. confumed by fire, for 
burning incenfe—and belide thefe, 14,700 
who died of the plague, ver..35..49+ In 
3 ו‎ 
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+ Chr. xilicro. we fee Uzza ftruck dead: 
for only touching the ark, which belonged) 
alone to Aaron and bis fons to do. Numb. 
iv. 5, 15. ‘To thefe inftances may: be: 
added that of 50,070 * men {truck dead 
for looking into the ark.at Beth/hemefh, 
1 Sam, visitg. Comp. Numé. iv. 19, 20.. 
See 1 Chron. xv. 13. So that, even in 
refpect of breaches of the ceremonial law, 
the men of Beth/hemefh might well fay— 
who is able 15 4 before this holy Lorp 
Gopl © 

Likewife on the tenet) of ΓΙ poli itive pre~ 
cepts, though but occafional and temporary, 
the jealoufy of Gon over his laws is terri= 
bly manifefted; as in the cafe of Achan, 
Joth. vii. 25. me the cafe of Sau/, king 
of If/rael, τ Sam. xv. 23. —of the difobe- 
dient prophet, 1 Kings xiii. 21.—of Abab, 
hing of Ifrael, τ Kings xx. 42. 2 

From hence let us look: to the wnoral 
law, which was ordained to be a rule of 
7 / to all nations, people, and tongues 


- 


* Thus it ftands in our tranflation : but there ws 
not any abfolute neceffity to underftand it of fo 
many, or of more than 70 men out of 50,000 men— 
Septuaginta viros quinquaginta millia virorum. 
Mont.—which may certainly be looked upon as a 
fair rendering of the Hebrew. | 

See fome ingenious remarks on this paflage in Let- 
ters of certain Jews to M, de Voltaire, vol.i. 320 —1. 


upon 
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upon the face of the earth, whitherfoever 
the word of Gop /hould come. This can 
never vary nor. decay, becaufe it is 
founded in the very nature of that rela- 
fion which men bear to Gop and each 
other. The commandment which ftands 
jirft, and, is evidently the ground of all 
the reft, faith—Thou halt have no other 
Gops dut me.. How all contempts of 
this law were punifhed, may be feen in 
the fearful deftruction of the fever nations 
in the /and of Canaan—alfo in 0% 
delivering the Gentiles nto the shands of 
thofe worft of tyrants and deftroyers; their 
own wile affections, fo ftrikingly defcribed 
by. the apojile, Rom. i. 21, &c.— As to 
what the Yews fuftered for turning from 
Gop ‘fo idols; it-is fo often mentioned, as 
to. form a chief part in the hiftory of all 
the calamities which were brought upon 
them by the righteous judgment of Gop. 
Not only the actual breach of this com- 
mandment, but even the enticing ano- 
ther to it, whether the enticer prevailed 
er not, was punifhed with death, and 
that without mercy, even though the en- 
ticer was a man’s deareft friend, his neareft 
relation, the wife of bis bofom. See Deut. 
ΧΕΙ, 6, 6 | ; 

Ag 


] 237 1 
As the firftt commandment was to. fe- 
eure Gon’s honour, as the only objet of 
wor/hip, fo the /econd was like unto it, 
for it was to fecure that wor/bip’s bein 
paid Him in the way which He Himéfelf 
had appointed. Hence the worfhip of 
Him under the form of images, mo/ten or 
graven by art and man’s device, was ex- 
prefsly forbidden. What His jealoufy 
over this /aw was, may be learned from 
Exod. xxxii. when the people changed 
their glory into the fimilitude of an ox that 
eateth grafs. (Pf. cvi. 10, 20.) And 
there fe/] im that day about 3000 men, 
(ver. 28.) befides what fell by the plague 
afterwards, ver. 35. Nay Gop would 
have deftroyed them (all) had not 8 
His chofin ftood before him in the breach, to 
turn away His wrath, left He fhould deftray 
CREPES Re ONL es Ὁ 
All image-worthip was abfolutely for- 
bidden by this law, whether the 202/ was 
meant as reprefentative of the ¢rue Gop, 
as in the cafe of the golden calf (fee Exod. 
ΧΧΧΙΙ 4, 5.) or of the deities of the Heg- 
then, as was the cafe of the Ifraeltes in 
the matter of Baal Pear, The apoftle 
(τ Cor. x. 8.) alludes to this, when he fays 
—WNeither let us commit fornication, as fome 
of them committed, and fell in one day 23,000. 
9 The 
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The words πορνεύωμεν and ἐπόρνευσαν here; 

anfwer to the word לזנות‎ Numb. xxv. 1. 
which we tranflate committed whoredam— 
but the word whoredom in this place, faid 

to be committed with the daughters of Moab, 

and the fornication {poken of by the apof- 

‘tle, are not to be underftood in the com- 
mon acceptation of thofe terms, as merely 

ficnifying intereourfe with. 207/20, but 

alfo an zdolatrous profiitution of the women 

‘in honour of the zdo/, which among many 
nations was looked upon as a re/igious rite. 
This was the cafe with the Moabites, as 

appears from the whole chapter; and the 

fin of the J/raehtes was, firft, their yield- 

ing to the temptation 01 66ב‎ 07 
“women, ver. 1. and then their mixing in 
the idolatrous zmpurities which were prac- 

tifed in honour of the Moabitifh idol. 

Comp. Numb. xxxi. 16. Hence the 
holy zeal of Phineas, who flew Zimrz and 

Cozbi, is marked with fuch applaufe, 

vér. 11, 12, 13. Pf,-cvi. 30. as he thereby 

‘vindicated the honour of ‘fehovah, in be- 
ing an inftrument in his hands of punifh- 

ing thofe monftrous defilers of his law. 

And indeed their fin was a complicated 

infult on the fff and /econd command- 

ments. How Gop’s jsealoufy over His 

Jaws operated on the occafion, may be 

| learned 
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learned from the judgment He inflicted. 
‘Numb.’xxv. 3, 4, 5, 9. “ΤῸ this we may 
add the hiftory of ‘¥erobcam, king of the 
ten tribes of 1/7000, whofe devilifh policy 
led him +0 fet up 0 calves, one in Be-~ 
thel, the other ‘in Daz, that the people 
might worfhip 22076, and not go to ‘Fe- 
7 ufalem, thinking hereby. to prevent their 
being drawn into 3 26001: from him to 
the king of rea but his fin is marked, 
as it were, with a pen of iron, as cutting 
“off and de PER Sob the houfe of feroboam Jrom 
the face of the earth. τ Kings .111א‎ 

The third commandment was to fecure | 
the honour due unto the holy and reverend 
name (Pf. cxi. 9.) of "700000 6 
Lorp Gop—that it. fhould not be men- 
tioned in a. vain, irreverent, or profane 
manner. In. Lev. .טואא‎ 10. we find a 
‘man, by Gop’s exprefs order (folemnly 
delivered ‘by Urim and Thummim / 4 
to death for a breach of this command- 
ment, though feemingly not done in a 
deliberate, but daffy manner, while ג‎ 
ing with another man. 

The fourth. commataimont; which, as 
to the moral intendment of it, was to fe- 
cure a {tated portion pee pole to be fet 
apart as hallowed, and facred to the more 

worfhip'of Gop, was not lefs‏ וי 
an‏ | 
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an object of Gon’s jealoufy; for we find 
the fame judgment as before, delivered 
and inflicted in the fame folemn and awful 
manner, and terribly executed, for a breach 
of this law, and that too in the inftance 
of aman, who only gathered afew flicks on 
the fabbath-day. 

Gop having, in the frff table of the 
law, provided for His own glory, wor- 
fhip, and fervice, proceeds in the /econd 
10 publifh His will concerning thofe re- 
lative duties, which men owe each other 
as children of one common Fasher. Ac- 
cordingly-_the ,//22 commandment en- 
joins duty * to parents— Honour thy father 

| and 


* ‘The words of this law fhew it to belong, in a 
very particular and efpecial manner, to the ‘Fews— 
“Ὁ That thy days may be long in the land which the 
* Lorp thy Gop giveth thee.’ The land heré 
meant is doubtlefs the land of Canaan, to take pof- 
fefion of which they were now journeying from 
Ai gypt. 

But doth this clau/e fo reftrain this commandment - 
to the Fews, as to exempt Chriffians from an obe- 
dience to it?. Certainly not—becaufe the rea/on of 
this law muft ever furvive, it having a moral in- 
tendment, in its enjoining reverence and duty of 
children to parents, which can never ceafe, ’till 
thofe relations fhall ceafe from the earth. And 
this, as ] have elfewhere obferved, is the beft rule 
to judge of every part of the divine Jaw :—where the 
duties which that law enjoins, or thofe apparent 

mifchiefs 
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and thy mother, &c. ΟΟΡ᾽ 8 jealoufy over 
this law is fuch, that when the cur/es 
from mount Eéda/ were folemnly pro- 
nounced, Deut. xxvii. one of them runs 
thus—Ver. τό. Curfed is be that fetteth 
light by his father or bis mother; and all 
the people fhall fay—AmeEN. In what a 
dreadful manner difobedient children were 
to be punifhed, appears from Deut. xxi. 
18—21. Lev. xx. 9. See Prov. xxx. 17. | 
The fearful example of Ad/alm is re- 
corded 2 Sam. .111ץא‎ 09» I4. 

The fxt/commandment forbidsmurder. 
The breach of this law ftands marked with 
the heavieft doom on the offender, Gen. 
ix. 6. Whofo fheddeth man’s blood, by man 
feall his bloed be fhed.—Numb. *xxv. 31. 
Ye fhall take no fatisfaction for the life of a 


mifchiefs which it was intended to remedy, equally 
concern or 466% mankind at all times and places 
alike, there can be no reafon for the ceflation of the 
law itfelf, but its duration muft be commenfurate 
with that of the objects of it. 

On this principle, thofe Jaws of Exod. xxii. 16. 
and Deut. xxii. 28, 29. which were apparently 
made for the fecurity and protection of the female 
fex, mutt be as obligatory upon Chriffians as upon 

ews. The mifchiefs which have accrued from lay- 
ing them afide, are dreadful to think on, but never 
can be remedied or put a ftop to, but by the refto- 
ration. of thofe laws to the refpect and honour which 
are due to them. | 


it, R murderer‏ .ה 
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niurderer which is guilty of death, but he 
200 be surELY put to death. ~ Here is 
another inftance of the reduplicatory em- 
phafis in the Hebrew lahguage—npy מות‎ 
—Mortendo moriatur—dying be fhall die— 
noting the certaimty of what is faid. See 
the terrible examples 01 4gag, 1 Sam. xv. 
432. Abab and Fezebel, 1 Kings xxi. 19. 
ואר‎ 345°35, 38. ΧΝ 295-24, 5 

ie. 30, OG 
The /eventh commandment faith— 
Thou fhalt not commit adultery —We have 
already obferved, that the uniform and 
unvaried ufe of the word א---נאף‎ 16 we 
have as uniformly and unvariedly tran{- 
lated adultery, relates to the defilement of 
a betrothed or married woman—that this 
word is ufed to denote the turning from 
Gop, who is the 4u/band of His church, 
to idols, called frangers, Jer. iii. 13. So 
that it carries its own fingle zdea with it 
wherever it occurs throughout the whole 
Hebrew {cripture. ‘That the /events com- 
mandment therefore prohibits a woman’s 
taking or going to any man but her own, 
ne, proper hufband, is too plain to admit 
of the leaft doubt. Gop’s jealoufy over 
this law appears from the penalty inflicted 
on the breakers of it, which is certainly 
death, both of the woman who was defiled, 
and 


ι די‎ 
and of the man who defiled her. Lev. 
XX. 10. 

So jealous is Gop of the honour of this 
law, that even a bare fufpicion which a 
man entertained of the chaftity of his 
wife, fubjected her to a moft fevere and 
awful ¢rial, where, if fhe was guilty, Gop 
pledged Himfelf to difcover it even by mi- 
racle—by turning a little harmlefs duff and 
innocent water into a deadly and deftruc- 
tive poifon. Numb. v. 17, 22. None of 
this ever happened to a man who had 
taken, or was fufpected to have taken, a 
Jecond wife to his firfi—But why not, if 
the law equally reached his cafe? Can 
Gop be fuppoied to be lefs jealous of His 
law, if a man was guilty, or fufpected to 
be guilty, of a breach of it, than in the 
0816 of guslt, or /ufpicion of guilt, on the 
woman's fide? Why 18 /he to 10067 /hame, 
the + excruciating torments, and even 
death itfelf, and the man on bis fide be 
free from even the leaft reprehenfion ? 
Shall not the Fudge of all the earth do 
right? Gen. xviii. 25.—But one good 
reafon can be affigned for this difference, 
which is, that the woman was condemned 
by the law, the hufband was not. This 
apparent diftinCtion meets us every where 
throughout the Bib. If a wife took a 
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fecond hufband, living her fir, they were 
called adulterer and adulterefs, and both 
the wife, and the man who took her, 
were to be floned to death, and if any iffue 
was born of fuch commerce, it was to be 
excommunicated from the congregation of 
the Lorp, even to the senth generation, 
Deut. xxiii. 2. Where is there any thing 
of this to be found on the man’s tide !-- 
So far from it, the 11106 of a /econd wife, 
living a fir, was exprefsly, by Gop’s po- 
fitive law, to be looked upon as legitimate 
as the iffue of the frjf?, Deut. xxi. 15. 
No excommunication of the iffue fol- 
lowed.—The direct contrary appears from 
the inftances of the twelve fons + Ὑαεοὖ, 
who were equally 4ezrs to, and smberitors 
of the land of Canaan—of Samuel, who 
miniftered to the Lorp in the tabernacle 
in his very childhood—of Solomon, who 
built and dedicated the temple of Gop— 
and, in fhort, in every other inftance, 
without exception, which we meet with in 
boly writ. 

When David took the wife of Uriah, 
he was feverely reprimanded by the pro- 
phet Nathan; but after Uriah’s death, 
he takes’ the fame woman, though he had 
other w/ves before, and no fault is found 
with him; nor is he charged with the 

- leaft 
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leaft faw or infincerity in his repentance 
on that account. The 02/0 which was the 
fruit of his intercourfe with Bath/heba, 
during her hufband Uriah’s life, Gop 
firuck to death with His own hand, 2 Sam. 
xii. 15. Solomon, born of the fame wo- 
man, begotten by the fame man. in ה‎ 6 
of polygamy, is called ‘fedediah, or beloved 
of the Lorp—acknowledged by Gop 
Himfelf as David's lawful 1106, 1 Kings 
v. 5. and as fuck fet upon His throne. ΑἹ] 
this, and much more which might be, and 
indeed has been mentioned, fhews that po- 
/yvamy is not, nor ever was, an object of 
the feventh commandment.—To affert 
that it is, 18 not only without evidence, 
but againft all the evidence which the 
word of Gop affords us on the fubject. 
Had this been an equal offence on the 
man’s fide as on the woman’s, the jealou/y 
of Gop over his laws would not have 
fuffered him to have been filent on a 
fubject fo important to the glory of His 
HOLY LAW. Had it indeed been any 
breach of that law whatfoever, we לטב‎ 
have found fome traces of His anger 
againit it, not every where have met with 
His entire acquiefcence and approbation. 
Otherwife I know not how we can fay 
with David, or how he, of all men, 
R 3 could 


] 246 J 

could fay—Thy word is a lamp unto my 
feet, and a light unto my path. 21. cxix. 
10s. ‘There is nota fingle breach of the 
divine law that is not marked out, fome- 
‘where or other, either 07000 or by 
confequence, with tokens of Gop’s dif- 
approbation and difpleafure: but 4 
is no where fo marked; therefore we 
muft either conclude, that we are left 
in the dark concerning the meaning and 
import of the /eventh commandment, or 
that polygamy is no fin againft it: to con- 
clude the f/f, is an ו‎ of the 
holinefs, wifdom, and juftice of Gop; to 
‘infer the fecond, is to eftablifh the con- 
fiftency and harmony of the feriptures, in 
the character which they have given us of 
‘the b/effed Gon, who is to judge His rea- 
fonable creatures by that law, which He 
hath commanded, and made known unto 
them. To imagine that the holy Lorp 
Gop—whote jealoufy over His laws is fuck, 
as to command a man to be /foned to death 
for a fingle breach of the fourth com- 
mandment, and that only 7 gathering a 
few flicks on the /cbsath-day—thould al- 
low, blefs, own, and promote a breach 
of the feventS commandment, without a 
fingle inftance to the contrary for jifteen 
‘bundred years: together—and of the ori- 
ginal inftitution of marriage (which is as 

poe tive 
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pofitive a law as the other) for about four 
thoufand years together—is wholly irre- 
concileable with the {cripture-account of 
Him, whofe glory it is to be of purer 
eyes than to bebold evil, and who cannot 
look on iniquity. Hab. 1. 13. 

Superftition itfelf feems abafhed at the 
idea, and, in order to maintain its em- 
pire over the minds of men, to retire 
behind thofe intrenchments of. error, 
which, even in the days of the 000/60, 
began to be thrown up by the heretic 
Cerinthus, in that horrid pofition, that 
*> the blefied Aon, who took on him 
““ the perfon of the man Jesus, con- 
*> ftantly oppofed the God of the ‘fews.” 
However fhocking this may found in 
words, yet in truth and in fact it is 
maintained in fubftance, by thofe who 
reprefent the Lorp Jesus CHRIST asa 
new lawgiver, and as enacting laws con- 
trary fo, or inconfiftent with, the laws 
of the Old Teftament; or who fay with 
Socinus, that ** Curist’s miffion upon 
*> earth was to exhibit to mortals a xew 
** Jaw, diftinguifhed from 0// others by 
** its unblemithed /anétity and perfection.” 
—Let us weigh the pofition, that ‘* Gop 
*> allowed polygamy under the Old Tefta- 
ἐς ment—but Curist forbad it as adu/- 
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ἐξ tery under the New Teftament,” in 
this balance, we fhall find, in all fenfe 
and reafon, their avoirdupois is fo equal, 
that the weight of an hair, or the breath 
of a fly, would turn the fcale. | 

Such 18 Gop’s jéaloufy over His laws, 
that’ He pofitively commanded —none 
= fhould add to them, or diminifb from them. 
Deut. iv. 2. Whofoever did ether, would 
be guilty of a breach of this expre/s com- 
mand; as fuch would be a fizner ; for fin 
1s the tranfgrefpon of the law. ΤῸ fix this 
on CHRIST, is an horrible blafphemy; and 
could it be proved, that in any one in- 
12206 Curist added to or diminifhed 
jrom the law of Gob, by ordaining any 
‘thing contrary to or inconfiftent with it, 
it. would, as before obferved, be making 
Him a greater impoftor than Mahomet, 
who openly declared that he was fent to 
*> deftroy the law of the fcripture, and 
‘© to fet up another of his own :”—where- 
as CuHrisT declared, He came not to de- 
frroy the law, but to fulfil it, and that not 
one jot or tittle fhould pafs from the law. 
But how could this be fo, if CuRiIst 
made that /xful which Gop made /aw- 
jul2?—if He repealed the o/d moral law, 
and fet up a mew one of His own ? 'Thofe 
who can imagine fuch things, little con- 
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8067 the fcripture-character of that ea 
Jous Gop, who declares fo perempto- 
rily by the pen of Divine infpiration— 
Iam FEHOVAH, that is My name, 
and my GLoRY I will not give to anothers 
If. xlii. 8. The power of the 0/0/00 k- 

iflation is an effential part 01 His Gro- 
ry, which is incommunicably Ais own, 
and which never was, or will, or can be 
communicated to any other. When one 
of the perfons in JEHOVAH covenanted 
to take on Him the name and office of a 
Son (fee Heb. i. 5. latter part, with Matt. 
iii. 17.) and was to affume the human 
nature as the /econd Adam, He was to be 
made of a woman, made under the law (Gal. 
iv. §.) not adove it. It is faid, Phil. ii. 7. 
that He—sevwse—emptied Him/elf—that 
is, of the ghry which He had with the 
Father before the world was (John xvii. 5.) 
and was made man—~sook on Him the form 
of a fervant (Asas—of a flave) not of a 
fovereign and lawgrver. So far from ex- 
ercifing fuch a power, He even refufed to 
interfere in determining a queftion of 
private property, Luke xu. 13, 14. faying 
— Man, who made me a judge, or a divider 
among you? And fo far from aiming. at 
kingly power (a main branch of which is 
legiftation) when He perceived that they 

4“ | would 
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would come and take him by force, and make 
Him King, He. departed into a mountain 
Him/felf alone. John v. 15.—He had in- 
deed a kingdom, but not of this world. 
John xviii. 36. not an earthly, but an 
heavenly kingdom, where they neither marry 
nor are given in marriage, but are as the 
angels of Gop. Matt. xxil. 30. 
| The {mall attention which the primi- 
tive Chrifiians and fathers paid to the 
jealoufy of Gon over His laws, was great- 
ly. owing to their ignorance of the He- 
drew {criptures, confequently of the true 
meaning of the Old Teftament.. They 
‘too much feparated the New Teftament 
from it, making the /a¢ter a fort of new 
fiftem by itfelf, and governing them- 
felves by what they called the precepts of 
‘CurisT, not confidering that the/e pre- 
cepts-had their foundation and authority 
from what was written in the Old Τεί- 
tament. Hence, for want of comparing 
the New Teftament with the Old, they 
got into their extravagant and wild opi- 
nions. about marriage. For inftance— 
Curist faid— There be eunuchs which 
have made themfelves eunuchs for the king- 
dom of heaven's fake; be that is able to re- 
00706 it, let him receive it.— This was 
prefently turned into a difcouragement 
of marriage, as lefs pure and Ao/y in a 

than 
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than a fngle life, infomuch that the fa- 
mous * Origen, who allegorized all the 
τε of the New Teftament, took this 
pafiage literally, and adtually ca/ffrated 
himtelf.. His example was followed by 
many others, till the practice was con- 
demned, under the name of autophony, or 
felf-murder. Thofe who committed this 
violence on themfelves, ‘‘ were called by 
** the apoftles canons, ᾿Αὐυτοζονευται, felf- 
© murderers—  χθροὶ τῆς Ts Od δημιθργίας, 
>> enemies of Gov’s workmanfhip.” See 
‘Hammond on Matt. xix. 12. Others, who 
did not go fo far as this, yet held mar- 
riage to be a carual thing, and unfit for 
the chajtity and purity of Chriftians +. 
Thus, to avoid what the Devi/, trans- 
formed into an angel of hght, taught them 


* Origen flourifhed in the third century, and was 
almoft the only one among thofe early fathers 
who underftood Hebrew; but the advantage which 
this might have been to him, was all loft by an irre- 
gular and wild fancy, which led him to interpret 
the {cripture upon the principles of the Platonic 
philofophy, and which this great man fet up as a 
teft of all religion. He fo allegorized the fcripture, 
that the Jetter of it loft all its meaning and impor- 
tance.— Thus did he open a fecure retreat for all 
kind of errors, that a wild and irregular imagina- 
tion could bring forth. See 1 Myfbeim, p. 140, 
141, 142. 0 

+ The perfuafion was almoft general in the third 
century, that they who took wives, were of all others 
moft fubject to the influence of malignant demons. 


1 Mofh. 137. 
to 
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to efteem a /// 2700/05 of the 07 they fell 
into the /piritual filtbine/s-of making them- 
felves wifer and holier than Gop. 4 
they gone tothe only fountain-head of 
all true interpretation, the Old Teftament, 
-~had they enquired by whom, and for 
what purpofes, marriage was inftituted— 
they would have feen that the Aw was 
oly, and the commandment holy, jujft, and - 
good which ordained it. They would have 
dikewife feen that the fr/t d/efing which 
ever came from Heaven to earth, after.the 
creation of man upon it, was annexed ‘to 
that command—Be fruitful and multiply, 
and replenifh the earth, Gen. 1. 28.—that, | 
fo far'from a fingle life being more oly 
than a married 1116, the Lorp Gop faid— 
It is not good for man to be alone, I will 
make him an help meet + for him. Gen.u. 18. 
“that marriage itfelf was ordained by 
Gop Himfe/f, as confiftent with the per- 
εξ innocence of man’s ftate בג‎ 
while he ftood in the /kene/s and image of 
Gop, therefore no impurity or defilement 
could belong to it. For all thefe reafons, 
jt is impoffible that CurisT fhould mean 


+ As before him. Eng. Marg. J will make for 
him an help, one like himfelf. Bate. A counterpart, 
or one correfponding to himfelf, fuch as the reflection of 

a man’s felf which a sak or water fets (799) before 
‘Bim. 14. note on Gen. it. 18, | 
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by what He faid, that marriage 1s lefs 

oly and pure than a ftate of celibacy, or 

lefs becoming the Cdrifian_profeflion. 
This He did not mean. What He dd 
mean, Matt. xix. 12. was (as we may 
humbly fuppofe) that in the times of 
the infancy of the church, when fur- 
rounded by perfecution, and every oppo- 

fition that earth and hell could give it, 

even death itfelf threatening on all fides 
the profefiion of the gofpel, it was expe- 

dient that thofe who were to preach and 
profe/s it, in the midft of a crooked and 
perverfe generation (Phil. ii. 15.) που] 
keep themfelves difentangled from worldly 
engagements as much as poilible (fee 
2 Tim. 11. 4.) and efpecially from thofe 
ties which might tempt them to with- 
draw from the work they were called to, 
by attention to family concerns (fee 1 Cor. 
Vil. 32, 33, 35) or perhaps to deny the 
faith, if they were called to 7 
for it. Now, whoever preferred thefe 
confiderations before even the /awful in- 
018606 of a married life, for the fake of 

the go/pel, fo as to remain fgle on this 

account, might truly be faid to make him- 
Self an eunuch for the kingdom of heaven's 
fake. ‘this exactly harmonizes with 
+ Cor. gi. in which the 200 fays fo 

much in favour of a fingle hfe, but ex- 

plains 
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plains the whole drift of his difcourfe, 
ver. 26. to relate to the then difreffed 
Παῖς of things:—but as for marriage it/elf, 
he fays, Heb. xiii. 4. It zs honsurable in 
all*, Wad it not been fo, we טס‎ 
hardly have feen our Saviour beginning His 
‘miracles at a marriage-feaft——thus {anc- 
tifying by His prefence this primary or- 
dinance of Gop. ‘fobn 11. 14 

From this want of comparing /piritual 
things with fpiritual, they ran into all 
thofe extravagancies about /écond mar- 
riages, looking on them as abominable, 
forbidding ecclefaftical perions to be pre- 
fent at them, and counting little better 
than whoredom and adultery a man’s mar- 
rying a fecond wife after the death of 
a firft; thus making out notions of purity 
and Aolinefs, which confifted in nothing 
better than calling that which Gon hath 
cleanfed, common and unclean. Aéts Xx. τς. 


* The apoftle adds טי‎ ἡ xol]n ἐμίαν)ος, and the bed 
(that is the marriage-bed) is undefiled. For I take 
it the verb ¢ss--zs—muft bé fupplied here as well 
as in the preceding fentence—timtos 0 γάμος, which 
our tranflators have rendered — marriage Is ho- 
nourable.—W hy not alfo render % ἡ κοίη ἐμίαν]ος, 
and the bed 1s undefiled? that is, not /e/s pure than 
the bed of a fingle perfon. ‘This conneéts the latter 
claufe with the former, and makes the fenfe entire 
and complete, and would have faved a deal of com- 
mentatorial ingenuity on the word undefiled. 


All 
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All this, in part at [040 is what we 
may fuppofe the Apoffle to mean by τὰ 
TVEVATING τῆς πονήριας ἐν Tos 5 00000 
literally—/fpirituals of wickedne/s in beaven- 
hes—fuch as {piritual pride, hypocrify, 
error, and deceit relating to Aeavenly 
things, (Eph. vi. 12.) which are all the 
works of darknefs, more eminently fo 
when dignified with the name of /anéiity 
or holinefs. Thefe' things led the way 
to monkery, nunnery, and fchemes of 
unnatural celibacy, which have been at- 
tended with practices too unnatural, beaft- 
fy, and abominable to mention particu- 
larly. 

Nearly allied to their difparagement 
of marriage, and condemnation of /econd 
marriages, and indeed the natural con- 
fequence of their wild opinions on thefe 
{ubjects, was their rage again{t polygamy, 
ranking it under the fins againit the 
feventh commandment, and vouching 
CurisT’s authority for their proceed- 
ings; wrefting that text Matt. xix. 9. to 
their own purpofes, and making it con- 
tradict the whole united teftimony of 
the Old Teftament. In .this particular 
we have trodden in their fteps, the ge- 
nerality of our commentators make it 
adultery, and our municipal law, which 
does not punith adultery, yet adjudges 
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a polygamift as worthy of death, actually 
makes him a fe/on, and ranks him, in 
this re{pe&, with thieves and murderers. 
This wife law was made in the w / 
reign of the wife Yfames I. and ftands in 
the ftatute-book next before the adc 
which forbids perfons to ““ confult with, 
>> covenant with, entertain, employ, Seed, 
>> or reward any evil and wicked fpirits.” 
—This was repealed 9 Geo. 11. though 
it had fome countenance from {cripture— 
but polygamy has ftill the brand of felony 
remaining upon it, though there is not 
- a tittle in the word of Gop againft it. 
Exod. xxii. 18. faith—Thou fhall not fuf- 
fer a witch to hve: but no where does 
the law of Gop forbid polygamy: ἴο that 
all that has been written, fpoken, or 
enacted againft it, from the days of the 
primitive Chriffians and fathers to this 
hour, or may continue fo to be, 15. 8 
void of all warrant from Gon’s law, nay, 
18 as oppofite to it, as hanging a prief 
for marrying at all, under the ftatute of 
341 Hen. 111. c. 14. while it remained 
in force, or the oujting a man of his clergy 
under the ftat. Ed. 1. for having been 
twice married—or for roafiing a fellow- 
creature alive under the writ de Aeretico 
comburendo. ΑἸ] thefe things were mott 
highly honoured, and mott pzou/ly re- 
. 3 _{pected, 
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{pected in their day, however inhuman, 
barbarous, antifcriptural, and. unjuftifi- 
able, they may now appear-to us. 

Had_ the Jealoufy . of mankind over 
the Jaw of Gop, been. αἵ: all times 
what it ought. to have been, that. di- 
vine rule of right had never been. deforms 
ed and difgraced by. Auman invention, 
and we never fhould have found men 
taking upon themfelves to {port with 
the con/fciences and hives * of their fellow- 
0 as the humour,. fafhion, or 
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the 8 on the 075 of Becca-‏ הו" 
ria’s Effay on Crimes and Punifhments, c. xiti. the‏ 
commentator, who is fuppofed to be M. de Voltaire,‏ 
exclaims—** Is it 67001216 that there formerly. ex‏ 
a fupreme tribunal more horrible. than 6‏ 1060 >* 
‘¢inquifition, and that this tribunal was eftablithed‏ 
by Charlemagne ? It was the judgment of Wef-‏ >> 
phalia, otherwife called the Vhemic court. The‏ >* 
*¢-feverity, or rather the cruelty, of this court,‏ 
went fo far, as to punifh, with death; every‏ >* 
Saxon who broke his faft during Lent. The fame‏ > 
law was alfo eftablifhed in Franchs-comté, in the‏ 6 
beginning of the i7th century. |‏ >> 

te n the archives of a little place, called Sz. 
>> Clande, in Burgundy, are preferyed the particu- 
>> Jars of the fentencé, and verbal procefs of execu- 
>> 10, of a poor éentleman named Claude Guillon, 
>> who was beheaded 28th July, 1629. Being 6- 
>> duced to the utmoft poverty, and urged by 
>> the moft intolerable hunger, he ate, on a jip- 
“* day, a morfel of horfe-fleth. “This was his'crime. 
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fuperftition of the times dictated. What 
the anfwer of the Barons was to the re- 
queft of the Pre/ates, as related in the fa- 
mous ftatute of Merton, 20 Hen. III. 
would, with a {mall, but important va- 
riation, have been the language of every 
fucceeding parliament, and, inftead of 
Nolumus leges Anghae mutare—it would 
have been faid Nolumus leges Det mu- 
Zare. 


*> He was found guilty of facrilege. Had he 
> been a rich man, and had fpent two hundred 
crowns in a fupper of fea-fifh, fuffering the poor 
to die of hunger, he would have been confi- 
66 dered as a perfon fulfilling every duty.” 

However horrible the above inftances may ap- 
pear, however fhocking to humanity, as well as 
zo all true religion, it may be, for one fet of mor- 
tals thus barbaroufly to fport with the lives of ano- 
ther—yet there is not any thing above mentioned, 
which is not as much founded on the authority of 
' Gop, as making a man a felon, and to /uffer death 
as fuch, for having twe wives at a time. 

The very fenfible reafoning of the commentator 
upon the fate of Claude Guillon—‘* Had he been a 
>> rich man,” &c. will alfo, with very little varia- 
tion, apply to the other cafe—for, had the man who 
was doomed to death for having two wives of his 
own, only debauched a dozen wives of other peo- 
ple, he would have been free from that fanguinary 
law. One would almoft think, that fuch laws as 
thefe were made ** that there might remain no 
{pecies of atrocious folly, which hath not entered 
into the heart of man.” 

Still 
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Still 6 Lorp ₪ King—His dorhi« 
nion is over all—the laws of His king- 
dom, both in 4eaven above, and in 6 
earth beneath, are as unchangeable as 
himfelf—they are the tranfcripts of His 
mind and will, and the unalterable rule 
of His moral government over His rea- 
fonable creatures. No time, place, or 
age can change their obligation. As 
His law is the fame, fo is 110 jealou/y 
over it.—Were the firft caufes of public 
and private diftrefs and calamity more 
attended to than they are, men might 
fee this truth, written in legible cha- 
racters on all their afflictions and mife- 
ries—Gop gs ὦ jealous Gop. 

1 have before fpoken on the notion of 
antiquating the laws of Gop, and leaving 
them out of our (με), as ‘* having no- 
*¢ thing to do with the more modern days 
“© of Chriftianity ; that Chriffians are go- 
* verned by another rule, and 60016 6 
not to do mow as they did under the 
*> "7/2 law.” This may appear plau- 
fible to thofe who want to dreak His 
bonds afunder, and caft away 1115 cords 
from them—Pf. i. 4. —without the trou- 
ble and vexation of a guilty conicience ; 
or who are ignorant enough of the za- 
ture, ufe, and properties “of the divine 
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law, to imagine that it 15: fuperfeded 
by what they call the Jaw of the go/pel.. 
This idea is fo general, that it would 
ill become a writer on the fubjec of this 
chapter, to {pare the pains of once again 
confidering thefe dangerous but fafhiona-_ 
ble tenets. | 4 | 

It is a true and folid maxim, with 16- 
{pect +0 the /aws of Gon, as well as in 
human jurifprudence, > ubi eadem ratio 
> 101 idem. jus—** where. there is the 
ὁ fame reafon for it, there the law γι 
>> be the fame.’ ‘This is a good criterion 
by which we may judge between thofe 
laws which are waxed old and vanifhed 
away, and thofe whofe obligation mutt 
ever remain. According tothis rule; we 
may fafely determine on the ob/oletene/s 
of the whole ceremonial law—as \ikewife 
on that of thofe particular laws, which 
could only relate to the peculiar fitu- 
ation of a peculiar people. But there is 
the fame reafon now as ever, why we 
fhould 2006 no other Gops but JExHO- 
vAH—why we fhould not make images 
and worfhip them—why we fhould not take 
the name of the כ א1,0‎ our Gop iz vain— 
why we fhould (Ζ apart a portion of our 
time for the immediate fervice and worfhip of 
Him that made us—why we fhould honour 
eur parents—do no murder—not commit 
adult 0 
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adultery, by defiling cur neighbour's wife— 
why we /hould not feal—bear falfe witne/;, 
or covet that which 1s another's :—we have 
therefore very properly adopted thefe 
commandments into our pubhe fervice, 
read them in the ears of the people 
every fabbath-day,'and pray for mercy on 
account of our fins againft them, and 
that Gop would write all thefe His 
laws within our hearts, inchning our 
hearts to keep them. We have made 
other commands of Gop the ground of 
fome of our penal laws—fauch as: thofe 
apainft unnatural lufis—and doubtlefs 
there is the higheft reafon\ why this 
fhould be fo. Why then do we make 
void other laws? why make other com- 
mandments of Gop of none effect through 
our tradttions 2 Why 18 3 virgin, who 
gives der perfon into the poffeffion of 
the man of ber choice, 1618 one flefh with | 
him zow, than when Gop faid—she /hall 

be his wife, δος ὃ ΜΕΥ do- we now put 
afunder thofe whom Gop _ then joined 
together ? Is there not the {ame reafon | 
of their indiffoluble union zow as when 
it was faid—They fhall be one flelb; be- 
caufe be has humbled ber, he may not put 
her away all his days? Is the ‘divorcing 
or putting away the woman 160 againft 
| 3 Gop’s 
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Gop's ordinance, or attended with lefs 
mifchief and inconvenience, than it was 
three thoufand yeats ago? Let the poor, 
deluded, helplefs, and forfaken wretch, 
who 18 wafting with difeafe, perifhing 
with cold and nakednefs, fainting with 
hunger, give the anfwer !—let thoufands, 
that, like her, have been deceived and 
ruined, declare what anfwer can be 
given. Could the unhappy, defperate 
creature, who is fharpening her knife 
for her new-born imfant’s throat-—the 
wretch whofe horror makes her. forget 
her awn child, fo that ‘fhe has no compaf= 
fron on the fruit of ber womb, 16. \ix. 15. 
—could fhe be afked the reafon of her 
cruelty, ‘fhe would tell us that it origi- 
nated from fhame and fear (fixed on her 
by the zventians' of men) which prompt 
her to avoid the cenfure of the world 10 as 
to overwhelm every other confideration. 
Nor could it be made to appear, that 
fuch mifery finds more alleviation from 
the want of power in a married man, than 
from the want of «οὐ in a fingle man, to 
prevent it. 
= All this is owing to the frame of our 
laws—to the‘unfcriptural ‘and auti/crup- 
tural power affumed by man‘in things re- 
lating to Gop—to our: making marriage 
and its 02/9072 confift, not in what 
Gop 


] 263 ] 
Gop hath made them to confift, that 
is to fay—fimply in the union of the par- 
ties—but in the words of a 27/0, in the 
fanétion of an human outward ceremony, 
in a /ye *, invented at Rome, adopted 
by the ambition and avarice of Pope In- 
nocent the IIId. and his clergy, and from 
them handed down and received, by 
the credulity of mankind, ever fince. 
Hine ille lachrymez! Hence flow the 
tears of the feduced, the deferted, the 
ruined female—hence heave thofe /ghs 
which affect none but the heart’ they 
come from, and which ferve to little 
other purpofe than to grace the triumphs 
of Inft, perfidy, and treachery, over ju/- 
vice, mercy, and truth. Cuftom has fixed 
the odious name of whore, on her whom 
Gop accounts a wife—whoredom and for- 
nication on that which he calls marriage, 
by pofitively eftablifhing it as fuch in 
His word—baftardy is ftamped on thofe 


* Viz. That marriage is a facrament, and as fuch 
muft be adminiftered by the hands 01 priefs. Af- 
terwards the Council of Trent 0601600 --** If any 
** fhall fay that matrimony is not one of the feven 
>> facraments inftituted by Curisr, and doth not 
“*'confer grace—Let him be accurfed.” 

Again—* If any fhall condemn the benedifions 
** and other ceremonies—Let him be accurfed.” See 


Brent Coun. Trent. p. 784. / 
0 4 ~~~ whom 
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put Pier sgt Gob “for ever joins 
together. 

The Hebrew --זונה‎ ἘΝ we tranflate 
an harlot or whore—like the Greek zopvyy, 
denotes a woman,. who from a principle 
of luft, idlenefs, or avarice, beftows or 
fells her favours promifcuoufly to all 
men alike : whereas. the virgin who be- 
ftows, her ΕΝ, on 616  עגגת‎ οὗ her 
ee wit תג‎ intent to be bis and bis 


eee 


ΟΥ̓ wi ל‎ of © ibe man, “from that moment. 
‘He is bound to maintain, protec, ‘and 
provide for’ het. as ‘fuch ; and no ceremony 

of man’s invention can add to this. obli- 
‘gaticn, or the want.of it make | any dimi- 
nution from it; in. the fight of Gop. 

Our ideas of ΣΙΝ ate derived from 
the former error, and are very confiftent 
with it: we firft, without all warrant 
from {cripture, make the woman an 
qhore, and then δὲ unwarrantably ftamp 
the name of dafardon the iffue : whereas 
the word ממזר‎ denotes the iffue of a 
ΓΟ or Barlot (ἐκ mopws—fay the את‎ 


Deut, xxiii. 2.) who by having promif- 
cuous 
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cuous intercourfe with different men; 
muft render the iffue /purtous, and un- 
certain to whom it belongs. For this rea- 
fon the 106 of an adu/tere/s is alfo pro- 
perly a δα αγά; becaufe if a wife gives 
her perfon’to others’ befides her buf~ 
band, the 1886 muft be as uncertain 0 
whom it belongs as the 1106 of an 
harlot. LB ARO ו‎ | 
~ Nor 48 ἃ πάη who, ‘having one wife, 
took another, ever called or reckoned 
an whoremonger or adulterer—nor was the 
woman which he fo took called an whore, 
or faid to commit adultery with the man 
—nor was the 7/ue of. fuch woman by 
that man deemed a baffard;—but the 
whole was by the divine law ratified, 
confirmed, and deemed /awfu/ and 
right, as hath already been fhewn at 
ig כ ו‎ | 

‘In -fhort, the whole fyftem of our 
laws, in thefe refpects, is like the fyf- 
tems of the Scribes and Pharifees, who 
took as much of Gop’s /aw 8 646 
with their own ¢raditions, and rejected 
all the reft. «The paffage Mark vii. 9. 
&c. is very ftriking—He faid unto them, 
Full well ye reject the commandment of Gov, 
that ye may keep your own traditions. 


For 
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For Mojes faid, Honour thy father and 
mother, and whofo curfeth father or mo- 
ther, let him die the death ;—But ye fay, If 
a man fhall fay unto his father or mother, 
9 is Corban, that ts to fay a gift (beftowed 
and devoted by me to the temple-treafury, 
for the repairs or fervice of the temple, 
according to King “fehoafh's inftitution 
2 Kings xil. 9.) by whatfoever thou mighteft 
(otherwile) be propted by me, be fhall be 
free; and-ye juffer (or permit) Lim no 
more to do.aught for bis father or mother, 
making the word of Gop. of none ped 
through your traditions which ye bave deli- 
vered.: and many fuch-like things do ye--Let 
us. modernize. this—Mo/és faid, that if any 
man (בי איש)‎ entices a virgin not betrothed, 
and les with her, be foall furely endew ber 
to be his wife. She fhall be bis wi ife 5 becaufe 
‘be hath humbled her, he may not put ber away 
all his days. But ye. fay, that 17 ₪ man en- 
tice a-virgin, &e. and fay unto her—* I 
«<< have not been married by ὦ prieft at 
«© church, according 10 007 of parliament — 
“€ therefore I have no more.to do with 
‘© thee’——he fhall.be free, and ye /uf~ 
jer bim no more to do aught for ber, 


nor permit ber to claim him as her 
hufband. 


א 


Again 
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Again, Mofes 110--1/ a man have two 
wives, the one beloved, the other hated, 
and they have borne him children, δος. then 
it fhall be, when he maketh his fons to inbe~ 
rit that which he hath, he may not make 
the fon of the beloved firft-born, before the 
Jon of the hated, which is indeed the firft- 
born. But δὲ fhall acknowledge the fon of 
the hated for the firft-born, by giving him 
a double portion of all that he hath; for he 
is the beginning of his frength, and the right 
of the firft-born 1s bis. ‘But ye fay, that 
if aman, having a wife, marrieth another, 
fuch marriage is nu// and void; that the 
1006 is not inheritable, but fhall 06 da/- 
tar dized. 

Again, Mofes faid—The man who com- 
mitteth adultery with another man’s wife, 
even he that comnutteth adultery with bts 
neighbour's wife, the adulterer and adulte- 
refs foall furely be put to death. But ye 
fay, that 11 ἃ man hath two wives of ‘his 
own, he fhall be deemed a felon, and 
fuffer death as fuch—whereas if he com- 
mitteth adultery with another man’s wife, 
be fhall be free:—thus condemning thofe 
whom Gep acquits, and acquitting 6 
whom Gop condemns, making the word of 
(sop of none effect, through your tra- 


ditions 
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ditions which. ye have dehivered: and many 
fuch-like things do ye. 

‘Still Gop is a jealous ‘Gon; that. is 
His. character with. refpe& to His laws; 
indelibly. written. on the 140766 page, 
and awfully. manifefted throughout the 
volume of divine revelation. So thofe 
wretched Sews found it in the dreadful 
deftruGtion which, He fent upon them. 
They could not juftify. themfelves by 
appealing to their..¢raditions, nor repair 
the difhonour_ which they had done 
to the divine law, by. vacating its ob- 
ligations in order to eftablith their own 
inventions. However pious or pure they 
might feem in their own eyes, or in 
the eyes of. thofe who. were deluded 
into as high an. efteem for Suman tra- 
dition as they themfelves. were, yet they 
found to their coft~and fo will every 
one, fooner or later, who fets up human 
wifdom againit the w ifdom of Gon, and 
human inventions againtt the ordinances 
of Heaven—that the wifdom of this world 
1s foolifhne/s with Gov, (1 Cor. i. 20.) 
and—that which is highly cfieemed among 
men is abomination in the fight of Gon. 
~Luke xvi. 15. 
= Happy thofe whofe paflions have fo 
little power over them, and thofe of 

ave 
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have fo much power over עוסב[+‎ ραΠίοῃϑ, 
as. to fteer clear of. all. difficulties. 
But this is not the 106 of all. The 
apofile, {peaking on this fubject, 1 Cor. 
vii. 7. fays—Every man hath his pro- 
per gift of Gon, one after this manner, 
\ and another after that. So His Divine 
Mafter, {peaking alfo on the gift of 
continency, faith—Matt. xix. 11.—// 
cannot receive (8 χωρῦυσι, donot. receive) 
this faying (viz. it is not good to mar- 
ry, ver. 10.) fave they to whom. it is 
given. The fcriptures fhew us, that 
no one, while in a Jody of jin and 
death, is out of the reach of temp- 
tation: therefore /et him that is thinking 
to fland (ὃ δοκῶν ἐςάνα!) take heed left 
be fall. Yet when perfons are involv- 
ed in difficulties, by means of any of 
the things heretofore difcourfed upon ; 
let them not confult with 0/2 and 
blood, and, by following vulgar error, 
under the influences of /uper/tition. and 
prejudice of education, endeavour to right 
themfelves by wrong methods, and be 
led, under a notion of repentance, to 
act contrary to Gop’s word, and to 
every principle of humanity, gratitude, 
truth, benevolence, and even common 
honefty, by abandoning and forfaking 
1 , thofe 


. 
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thofe who have a right to their affift- 
ance, comfort, and protection :— Let 
them, under the guidance of rea/ pru- 
dence and found difcretion, regulate 
their outward conduct fo as to avoid 
all needlefs offence ; but let the zzward 
conduct of the confcience be fubject 
only to the /aw of Gop. 

As to the world, it loves its own 
(John xv. 19.) its own maxims, cuf- 
toms, and inventions, and, above all, 
its own eafe, too well to give itfelf the 
trouble of enquiring into the founda- 
tion on which either what it Jdelheves 
or profeffes is built. The Papi? jogs 
on with his Mafs-book—the Turk with 
his Koran—the Perfian with his Zend- 
avefla—the Gentoo with his Shaffer— 
the Chinefe with his Confucius—the 
Enghfhman with his Marriage-Ad; and 
nothing is fo ill received—becaufe no- 
thing fo attacks the pride and. expo- 
fes the ignorance of one part of man- 
kind, and the &navery of another—as 
the difcovery of the fuperftition, folly, 
and oppofition to Gop, which cleaves 
to worldly fyftems, efpecially thofe of 
the re/igious kind. Still individuals may 
be profited, and thankful, to be fhewn, 
by fome diligent enquirer after truth, 

9 that, 
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that, in many things, perhaps the moft 
important, whereon the prefervation of 
millions may depend, they have been 
taught to deheve a lye, and that while 
they have been following the opinion 
of the world, even of what paffes 
(like the Pharifees) for the devout and 
pious part of it, they have been only 
following a multitude to do evil. Exod. 
SPS 26 
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Of | PopuLaTion.—Comparifon of the | 
JewisH Law with 0 | 


HEWN we fearch the {fcripture, 

and take an impartial view of the 
divine law, we muft acknowledge its 
harmony and contiftency, both with 
τείρεξε to itfelf, and all things which 
are the objects of it. It perfectly agrees 
with its original defigns, the glory of 
Gop and the happinefs of his creatures. 
In no inftance doth this obfervation 
appear more true, than in that part of 
the facred code which is to regulate 
the commerce of the fexes. The brute 
part of this lower creation is reftrain- 
ed by a fort of phy/fical neceffity, which 
is ufually called 2/22/00, within due 
bounds ; fo that the feveral f{pecies may 
be kept diftin@, and not create a mon- 
ftrous confufion from unnatural or im- 
, | 2 proper 
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ptoper mixtures; and though, _partly 
from the inventions and _ contrivances 
of men, contrary to the pofitive law 
of Gop—Lev. xix. 19.—animals, both 
among beafts and birds, have been gene- 
rated, yet it can go no farther; it is 
{topped in the firft inftance, and no 
mule * is known to. carry the confufion 
any farther than itfelf... 9 ον ns. 

With regard to reafonable beings, it 
pleafed 0%8ע 0252 6ם+‎ to enact and 
publith written laws, the. moral obliga- 
tion of which, was to. circum{cribe and 
regulate their! actions. Whether thefe 
wife ftatutes are departed from by thofe 
whofe infidelity and malicious contempt 
reject them utterly—or by thofe who, 
under a miftaken notion of greater pu- 
rity and perfection than they are fuppo- 
fed to prefcribe, make themfelves wifer 
and oer than the divine Law-giver— 
the effect will be much the fame, as 


* I believe no inftance can be produced of the 
male and female mule propagating with each other. 
As to what Buffon, or others; may have faid of 
the fhe=mule’s bringing forth, I cannot help enter-= 
taining great doubt of the truth of it, as well as 
of the 26 mule engendering with a mare; as I ne- 
ver heard of fuch a thing being attefted, on the 
ל‎ of any perfon whom I have yet met 
with. - 
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to the ‘grand objects which thefe laws 
are ‘to-promote. Thefe are, 1. The 
propagation of mankind. 2. The preven- 
tion of confufion, and every evil work. 
The firft general commandment was 
—Be fruitful and multiply, and ‘replentfh 
the earth, and fubdue it. Gen. i. 28; 
which laft words, taken in connection 
with the beginning of the verfe, and 
‘with what follows, clearly prove, that 
‘this. command was addréffed ‘in “an ef- 
pecial manner to the human* {pecies, 
then wholly i the loins of ‘their jirft 
parent. ‘To fuppofe that every law gi- 
ven to mankind fubfequent to this firft 
ordinance, was calculated to‘promote it, 
is certainly confonant with ‘the ‘higheft 
reafon, and accordingly we find this 0 
have been the cafe. Celibacy\was hard- 
ly known among the antient ews, they 
looked on it with abhorrence, and con- 
‘fidered it as a reproach; and we find, 
that their whole economy, with re- 
{pect to marriage, all tended to the ful- 
filment of that promife to drabam, 
Gen. xv. 5. that his feed fhould be as the 


* It is remarkable that.this command was re- 
peated a fecond time, to. Noah and his fons, witha 
bleffing alfo, on the renovation ‘of the earth after 
the flood. Gen. .א‎ 7. 

frars 
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fears of heaven for multitude. Mofes— 
Deut. i. 10.—even at their arrival on the 
borders of Canaan, declares this to be 
the cafe. Marriage was looked upon as 
a facred duty, whofe chief end was po- 
pulation, and population as the riches, 
{trength, and blefling of the ftate. No 
impediments or difficulties were, there- 
fore, laid in its way—all promifcuous 
intercourfe of women with men, which 
Montefquieu juftly ftyles the bane of po- 
pulation, pofitively forbidden—the ho- 
nour of their wives, the chaftity of their 
daughters, were fecured by the wifeft in- 
{titutions ; and thus they became popu- 
lous, profperous, and happy. 

From this 1066 of things, let us ad- 
vert to that which is daily before us, 
fince Chriftian churchmen have invented 
other fchemes of marriage, and Chriftian 
politicians have found out other maxims 
of population. What fwarms of unmar- 
᾿ ried people fill our capital and counties ! 
fome through caprice and voluptuouf- 
nefs, others through mifery and in- 
digence.—Could we form a juft calcula- 
tion of the marriageable of both fexes, 
who have no thought of altering their 
condition, and of thofe multitudes who 
live and die in ce/ibacy, we fhould fee the 

2 true 
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true reafon why our fleets want failors, 
our armies men—why we 10 fenfibly 
feel the emigrations of people to our 
colonies abroad—why we complain of 
{carcity of people, and fee fo many 
thoufands of acres lie uncultivated and 
uninhabited—and why we are forced to 
have recourfe to foreign auxtharies in our 
days of common danger. The reafon of 
all this is, we have not people enxsugh; 
the caufe of which is, that the whole 
fyftem of our laws is inimical to popu- 
lation ; whereas the divine Jaw—which 
we have banifhed, as not pure and holy 
enough for Chriftians, but which was 
fufficiently fo under Gonp’s own im- 
mediate government of His own people— 
has every ingredient in it, which, were 
it fufficiently underftood and attended to, 
would remedy all the evils we complain 
of. There * luxury is forbidden, de- 

bauchery, 


* Mr. Coxe, Sketches of Switzerland, p. 311. ob- 
ferves, that Lau/anne, and the whole Pais de Vaud, is 
much lefs peopled than in the /af# century: This 
‘depopulation, fays he, ** is owing to the encreafe 
>> of luxury, which prevents the gentry from en- 
*> tering-into matrimonial engagements fo gene- 
>> rally as they were heretofore accuftomed.” 

We may certainly, in a great meafure, apply 
this obfervation te our own country, and look 

upon 
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bauchery, and all enticements to it, are 
profcribed, under the fevereft. penalties. 
No publications of banns, inconvenient 
terms of refidence, expenfive licences, 
nor human ceremonies, were then invent- 
ed, as conftituting the marriage in Gop’s 
fight ; all ftood on the fimplicity of the 
divine inftitution: the confent of the 
parties formed the contract, the union 
of their perfons completed it, and Gop’s 
dlefling crowned the whole. The de- 
mands for women in marriage were too 
great, and the punifhment of forbidden 
lewdnefs too fevere, to leave a portion 
for the purpofes of profligacy and profti- 
tution: whereas, with us, I queftion 
whether the numbers of married women 
are greatly beyond thofe of Aarlots and 
proftitutes, at leaft in many parts of the 
kingdom; however this may be, the 
married bear no fort of proportion * to 
the wamarried, 

[1 mutt 


upon /uxury, for the fame reafon, as one caufe of our 
depopulation: but more efpecially when we ‘cannot 
confine its mifchiefs to one part of the people, but 
muft confider it as pervading the whole ma/s, from 

the higheft to the loweff orders of men. | | 
* For the proportions which marriages bear to 
births, and births to burials, in feveral parts of 
Europe, Mr. Derham has given us a curious table ; 
from which it appears, that marriages, one with 
T 3 another, 
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I muft confefs myfelf to have but little 
genius for the fcience of calculation ; but 
perhaps Demotvre himfelf would not find 
fault with my fuppofing, that to every 
marriage we may allot, on an average, 

jour children. Let us fay, that 20,000 * 
᾿ females are, in the fpace of feven years, 
= rendered barren by proftitution, who would 
otherwife, under the fobriety of matfi- 
mony, have produced four children each. 
Here is a defalcation of 80,000 people 
ftom the community. To thefe let us add 
100,000 more, who, from various caufes + 
unknown to the Sewifh polity, die un- 
_ married, and who might otherwife have 

produced four children each. Here is a 


another, do each produce about four births, both 
in England and other parts of Europe. And % 
Mr. King’s computation, about ove in an hundred 
and four perfons marry; the number of people in 
England being eftimated at five millions and an half, 
whereof forty-one thoufand annually eid See 
Chambers, tit. Marriage. 

.'* In this calculation 1 include the whole of Great 
Britain : were it to be extended to Ireland, and to 
the reft of the Britifh dominions, it muft be very 
fhort of the truth. 

Ἢ Among others, the unlitnited power of the men 
to feduce and abandon women at their pleafure— 
which muft promote celibacy in the men, and of 
courfe leave an amazing number of females unfoli- 
cited i in marriage. | 
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fubtraction of 400,000, more. 6 
make together 480,000. Let us fuppofe 
all this. to happen in every feven, years, 
then the average of our lofs, in every. {pace 
of twenty-one years, will be 1,440,000. 
Deduct for cafualties of various kinds 
happening to the children, fwo thirds, 
and there will remain a lofs of 480,000 
- people to the community in that {pace of 
time. Let us carry on this calculation 
for but one century, and the lofs will, in 
that time, amount to 2,400,000 and up- 
wards. This {mall imperfedt {ketch will 
ferve to fhew why the ‘fews were, in the 
{pace of about * 215 years, that is to fay, 
from ‘facob’s coming into Atgypf with 
Jeventy fouls, to the L/raehtes arrival on 


* The fojourning of the children of 7/7000 who 
dwelt in #gypt, is faid (Exod. xii. 40.) to be 430 
years, but this does not mean that they were fo long in 
Aigypt—for they were frrangers in a land that was not 
theirs (fee Gen. xv. 13.) partly in Canaan, partly in 

 Aigypt (fee Exod. vi. 4.)—It is to be noted, that 
from the birth of “σας, when the 400 years men- 
tioned in Gen. xv. 13. began, to their deliverance 
gut of igypt, was juft 405 years; if we add to this 
the 25 years from Abraham’s coming into Canaan to 
the birth of 7/2066, the total is 430 years. This, di- 
vided into equal parts, makes 215 years in Canaan, 
and 215 years after they went into Zigypt.—This is 
the computation of the antients, as well as of the 
Jater writers. See Patrick on Gen. xy. 13. 
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the borders of Canaan, increafed as the 
fiars in heaven for multitude—and why we 
are complaining for want of people. It is 
true, that the increafe of the ‘fews, which, 
even under the difadvantages of the 
fEgyptian bondage, was fo prodigious as 
+0 alarm the government, (Exod. 1. 9, 12.) 
was by a fpecial blefling from Heaven, in 
fulfilment of that promife to Abram, 
Gen. xv. 5; but then the means by which 
this was effected, was their having a law, 
which refpected the great firft command of 
the CREATOR—was favourable to mar- 
riage, and of courfe to population. Though 
this law was not reduced to writing till 
after the Exodus, yet enough of it was 
known by tradition, to check adultery, 
whoredom, and all deftructive intercourfe 
of tne fexes, and thus to promote the in- 
terefts of population. ‘They did not hang 
people for + polygamy, but honoured mar- 
riage in all, where Gop had not forbidden 
it. .The permanency and unchangeable- 
nefs of their law, accounts for the perma- 
nency and unchangeablenefs of its effect; 
the populoufnefs of the fewzs/h nation, 1s 
at this hour incredible; if all that are 


+ In antient times celibacy was rare, polygamy al- 
moft univerfal. Fews letters to Voltaire. 


difperfed 
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difperfed throughout the globe were ga- 
thered together, I doubt whether they 
would not appear to be.as * numerous as 
at any period of their moft profperous 
eftate. | 
As for the Chriffians, they fat out on 
a plan oppofite + to all this; they began 
| very 


* The Italian rabbi, Simon Luzatier, reckoned 
up 90,000 Fews at Salonica and Conftantinople, and 
more than a million of them in the Zurki/h domini- 
ons. When we confider that there is no part of the 
world where ewsare not found, we may well fuppofe 
their numbers to be immenfe. Vide Fews letters to 
Voltaire, vol. 11. 173—176. 

+ ** Conftantine, the τ Emperor under whom 
the ftate forfook the gods of their forefathers, and 
became Chriffian, together with this alteration, 
>> abrogated thofe antient Roman laws, ‘fuliaand Pa- 
>> pia, wherein the defire of women and married life 
>> were fo much privileged and encouraged, and /ingle 
>> and unmarried life difadvantaged. Hear it in the 
>> words of Sozomen, 112. 1. chap. 9. Hi/?. Eccl.— 
>> There was, faith he, an antient law among the © 
>> Romans, forbidding thofe, who after 25 years old 

>> qwere unmarried, to enjoy the like privileges with 
>> married ones; and befides many other things, that 
>> they fhould have no benefit by teftaments and legacies, 
>> unlefs they were next of kindred: and thofe who 
>> had no children, to have half their goods confifcated. 
Wherefore the EMPEROR, feeing thofe who for Gon’s 
>> fake were addifted to chattity and virginity, to be, 
for this caufe, in a worfe condition; he accounted it 
“<a folly for men to go about to increafe their kind 
with fuch carefulne/s and diligence, when as 
ו‎ 6°. nature, 
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very early to reprefent celibacy as moft 
pleafing to Gop, condemned marriage, 
of courfe execrated 311 4 marriages, 

_ found 


>> nature, according to Divine moderation, continually 
>> receives as well diminution as increafe. 
>> Therefore he publifhed a law—that, 2075 

ἐς who lived a fingle life, and thofe who had no chil- 
>> dren, fhould enjoy like privileges with others: yea, 
“ he enacted that thofe whe lived in chaftity and vir- 
>> ginity, fhould be privileged above them; enabling 
>> hoth fexes, though under years, to make teftaments, 
$* contrary to the accuffomed polity of the Romans, 
>> This alteration of the Roman law fy Conftantine, 
.6> 00529108 0 1 μος lib, iv. chap. 26. de 
>> vita Conftantini ; and again, chap. 28. where he 
%> faith, that above all, be honoured moft thofe that 
>> had confecrated their lives to divine philofophy— 
>> he means a monajftical life—and therefore he almo/? 
*> adored the moft holy company of PERPETUAL VIR~ 
%> GINS. 
>> ‘That which the fathers had thus enagted, the 
fons alfo feconded, and fome of the following 
«ς Emperars, by new edicts, "till there was no relique 
ςς 166 of thofe antient privileges, wherewith married 
*> men had been refpected ; which Procopzus faith 
66 (how rightly I examine not) was the caufe of the 
>> ruin of that empire, which was fo much enfeebled 
ἐς and weakened, that it was not able to match the 
>> numerous armies of the barbarous nations, 

ἐς This was the firft ftep’’ (he muft mean by pud- 
lic authority of government) ‘‘ of the difregard of 
>> marriage, and the defire of wiving; which was 
>> not an abfolute prohibition, but a difcourage- 
>> ment. No fooner had the Roman bifhop and his 
66 clergy got the power into their hands, but it grew 


>> to an abfolute prohibition, not for monks ony 
δε but 
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found out fchemes of 00/0000 by which 
millions of men and women have been 
Jot to the world, and held forth the gof- 
pel as inimical to the firft great com~ 
mandment ;—purity was to be found in 
éelibacy, which they mifcalled 0 and 
defilement * in marriage, which they reck~ 
oned ‘ too carnal for the Cdrifiian difpen- 
>> fation.” The conceits 06+ 0 
the dreams of monks, the fophiftry of 
{choolhmen, were enlifted againft the or- 
dinance of Heaven, ’till the church of 
Rome made it the object of its 0 
8 


<¢ but for the whole clergy : which was the higheft 
ἐς difrefpeét that could be, to that which Gop had 
>> made honourable among all men’ 11805 Works, 
Dp, 672. 
ε Nobis & monachis (faith Chry/ofiome, who was 
made Bifhop of Conftantinople anno 398.) omnia 
mandata légis funt communia, πλὴν ts yess “ All 
*> the commandments of Gon’s law are common to 
*> us with monks, befides marriage.” Wherefore 
in the council of Chalcedon is an exprefs canon— 
c. 16.—Ut nec Deo dicata virgo nec monachus nu- 
bant.—‘* That no nun nor monk fhould marry.” 
See Mede, p. 688. 
Such were the faints of Antichrift 1 ᾿ 

* Epiphanius, a writer of the fourth century, 
mentions a fet of early heretics called Severians, 
who were fo pious as to affirm, that, ** woman was 
>> the work of Satan, and that marriage was diabo- 
%> 141." | 

+ Witnefs Pope Innocent the Third’s throwing it 
into the hands of Ecclefiaftics, and eftablifhing ce- 
. | , remonies, 
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and ambition, Proteftants a creature + of 
the fate, and the great Author of our re- 
ligion is called in, as an abettor of their 
monftrous oppofition to the divine law.— 
They have changed His truth into a lye, 
and have fet Him at the head of their § 
rebellion againft the holy commandment once 
delivered to His people. | 

Our laws may truly fay of themfelves, 
as we may fay of ourlelves—Mutamur in 
horas.-As to thofe which relate to mar- 
riage, they have gradually changed from 
-bad to worfe, ‘till, at laft, the marriage- 
ac has left little room for any farther 
mutability of this fort. The letters of: 
Certain “fews to Mr. de Voltaire, contain 
many ftriking obfervations on thefe fub- 
jects, and account for the profligacy of 
Chriftian governments, with regard to 
women, on principles too found and true 
| to 


yemonies, without which the contract has long been 
deemed nul] and void. Witneis alfo the prohibiting 
marriage to the clergy. 

Witnefs the ftat. 26 Geo. 11. for preventing‏ ך 
clandeftine marriages.‏ 

§ Witnefs making polygamy a capital felony—cit- 
ing Curist’s authority for calling it adu/tery—deem- 
ing all polygamous contracts null and void --and ba/- 
tardizing the iffue, contrary to Deut. xxi. 15—17. 

_. We find the antient 1601130078 and_ politi- 


cians of Greece and Jtaly well apprized of what 
Mofes 


j 
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to admit of any fair contradiction. Some 
of the above obfervations are extracted 
from them; and whoever reads thofe ex- 
cellent pieces of the learned * ews, will 
get much entertainment and _inftruc- 
tion for his pains; and will find, that 
wifdom and decency breathed from the 
{pirit of the laws of I/rae/, as muchas 
folly and libertinifm are derived from that 
fyftem which we have eftablifhed in its 
ftead. In p. 47, vol. 11. where a com- 
parifon is made between the czvd laws of 
the fews, and thofe of other nations, 
what cutting reflections doth the truth 
compel the learned writers to caft on the 
latter! Among others is the following— 


Mofes has taught us—that the numbers of the peo- 
ple are the riches of the ftate. ‘Therefore every diffi- 
culty laid in the way of marriage is, even in a po- 
“litical view, abfurd ; but how much more abfurd in 
a maritime and commercial ifland, whofe opulence 
and greatnefs is the conftant obje&t of envy to its 
powerful and ambitious enemies, who have long 
meditated its deftruction! How, humanly fpeak- 
ing, can this be avoided, unlefs, by encouraging 
marriage, we promote population, and thus are en- 
abled to recruit our armies, and man our flects, 
without ftripping the country of its hu/bandmen, 
manufacturers, &c.? Our dependence on foreign 

mercenaries is precarious, and may be dangerous. 
* I {peak of them according to the title, but they 


are faid not to be written by Fews, but by AZ Guéenné, 
a learned Frenchman. | : 
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wol, 11. -p.tg.— + Our code fays, There 
κε fhall be no whore of the daughters of 
“© Tfrael—ail your cities are full of them! 
s« and if we ἂς το believe your-wife-men, 
“ἐς there ought-to‘be public endowments 
 ifor them, and their calling ought to 
>> be held honourable.” It is true, this 
is immediately addreffed to a Frenchman ; 
but if a total -ftranger was ‘to vifit both 
thefe Chrijfiian countries, I believe he 
would, -from the manners of the inhabi- 


+ [refer to the Englih tranflation of Dr. Lefanu, 
‘octavo, Dublin, 1777. The editor of thefe mafterly 
performances is fo candid as to own, that the word 
‘here rendered whore, is Mw3)—which properly fig- 
“nifies a -proffitute, ora woman fet apart for pro/fitu- 
tion, in honour of the zdo/s of the heathen. 70 the 
fhame of human. nature be it fpoken, there were 
ו‎ of both fexes ; which may ferve to explain 
Deut. xxiil..17.,throughout. However, thefe wo- 
-men followed alfo the trade of harlots, wore a parti- 
cular drefs, and feated themfelves in the highways 
and. other, places of public refort, to invite the paflers 
-by. See Gen, xxxvili. 14, the hiftory of Tamar, 
who difguifed herfelf fo as (ver..15.) to be taken for 
בג--זונה‎ Aerlot, whofe trade it was to expofe her- 
felf for hire'(ver. 16, 17,.18.)—at ver. 21. fhe is 
called Τὰ Ἴρ--τ-α confecrated proftitute--which proves 
‘what. is above afferted,,that thefe women followed 
.the trade of proftitution,in both fenfes. Thefe were 
heathen women, and therefore called in the book of 
-Proverss, ftrangers. See chap. 11. 16. ν. 20. Vil. 5- 
‘No daughter of L/rael could be either קדשה‎ or זונה‎ 
on pain of death, 


tants, 
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tants, be pretty much ata 1088 to know 
whether France or England mott efpouted 
fucha fentiment, and, of courfe, towhich 
of the two it might, with the greateft 
juftice, be attributed. 

As to the fecond point, ‘the prevention 
of confufion, and every evil work. ‘This 
was fecured on the woman’s part ‘by the 
fevere laws againt{t adultery and whoredom, 
and on'the men’s part 3110 ‘by ‘the moral 
impoflibility they were under, to forfake 
and abandon the virgins which they had 
once been ‘connehed with, -and thus to ex- 
pofe them ‘to ‘the danger and temptation 
of thofe dreadful violations of the divine 
law; therefore the prohibition was wifely 
extended to all men alike without excep- 
tion. 1 will not repeat here what has 
been fo largely before treated; but only 
obferve, that the banifhment of this law, 
has proved the banifhment of decency and 
good order, toan alarming degree, from 
among us, and has plunged millions into 
irrecoverable ruin, who, had they lived 
under the morality of the divine law, had 
been mothers of children, inftead of prof 
titutes in the ftreets. 

To fay that our 20/20 Saviour came.to 
reftore the inftitution of marriage to its 
primitive obligation, is as true as that 

He 
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He bore His teftimony, on the footing 
of that inftitution, againft all unlawful 
divorce: as true as, that by citing the 
very words of union, which were pro- 
nounced at the degznning, He fhewed what 
was the mind of Gop as to the indiffolu- 
bility of the contract. But where does 
He authorize the man who has faken a 
virgin to put her away? Where does He 
deny, what the very {criptures which He 
cites afirm, that the being jommed * to her, 
makes her the man’s wife? Where does 
He deny the truth of the Hebrew {crip- 
ture, by afirming, that if a man takes 0 
women together, they are not equally δὲς 
wives ?—-See Deut. xxi. 15. 1 Sam. 1. 2. 
xxv. 43. Where doth He daffardize the 
iffue—or confign either of the women to 
dereliction and ruin, by declaring the 
latter marriage null and void? and yet we 
plead His facred authority for all this, as 
confidently as the church of Rome pleads it 
in defence of their perfecutions of Pro- 
teftants, becaufe our Lorp once faid— 
compel them to come. in—with relation to 
the call of the Genéiles into the Chrifian 


* Compare prt—Gen. 11. 245 00 
Matt. xix. 5; κοόλλώμενος, 1 Cor, vi. 16; and fee 
before, p. 144. note. 


church. 
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church. Such notions may pafs with 
people who look no deeper than popular 
opinion for the foundation of what they 
believe ; but how itis poffible they fhould 
pafs with shinking men, who /earch the 
feriptures, is only to be accounted for on 
the fcore of prejudice. Where this can 
be got rid of, they furely muft appear 
lyes—‘* grofs and palpable as the father 

> that begat them.” John viii. 44. 
That the populoufnefs of the Ὑετο 
nation proceeded merely or wholly from 
the practice of polygamy, as contradiftin- 
guifhed from monogamy, I do not fup- 
pofe; becaufe the fame number of women. 
married each to a different man, is as 
likely to produce as many children as if 
married all to ome man, perhaps more: 
but the fcandal of cehéacy, the efteem- 
ing marriage as a facred duty, and a 
number of children @ 00/7008 from the 
Lorp (fee Pf. cxxvil. 5, and Pf. cxxviii. 
throughout) occafioned their. eagernefs 
after the marriage-ftate: add to this, the 
promife Ὁ of the Meffah, of whom each 
woman 


+ This incentive to marriage, it is allowed, can- 
not now fubfift among us. But ftill it muft be true, 
that all incentives to marriage, be they what they 
may, muft tend to encreafe the number of married 
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woman was led to hope fhe might be the 
happy mother. This accounts for the 
behaviour of certain women, whofe de- 
fires after children feem very extraordi- 
nary, See Gen. xxx. 1, 15, 16. Judges 
Xi. 37, 38. 1 Sam. 1. 11. Barrennefs 
was a reproach, probably from the fame 
caufe, and therefore the removal of it was 
looked upon as a fpecial bleffing. Gen. 
KX. 21. יד‎ Sam. 1. 27, andi. 8s.” Phe 
authors of the Antient Univ. Hitt. vol. 
ili. p. 139, obferve, that—‘* though the 
>> Mofaic law doth no where oblige men 
>> to marry, yet the ‘fews have always 
«¢ looked upon it as an indifpenfible duty, 
«© implied in the words—Be fruitful and 
<< multiply, Gen. 1. 28. ix. 1. So thata 
>> man who did not marry before he was 
>> ¢wenty years of age, was counted ac- 
*> ceflary to any irregularity which the 
«© young women might be tempted to for 
>> want of being timely married. They 
ἐς had a proverb in the Ta/mud—Who 1s 
ἐς he that profiitutes his daughter, but be 
ἐς aho keeps ber too long unmarried, or 
ἐς o7ves ber to an old man? For this rea- 


qomen, and of courfe population. For this reafon 
polygamy muft contribute to population, as increafing 
the number of married women. See before vol. i. 
Ὁ. 00. He 
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τς fon they ufed to marry them as foori 
ἔξ as they came of age; which, with 
ἔς them, was at *¢we/ve.” The popu- 
loufnefs of the Yew/h nation, therefore, 
moft evidently arofe from the unzverfality 
of marriage, whether monogamous or poly- 
gamous: fo that there was not to be found, 
as among us, thoufands of young tar- 
riageable womén devoted to barrennefs for 
want of 20/2000, or configned to inferti- 
lity by the mifchiefs of proffztution. | 

As long as we hold it good philofophy to 
fay, that ** the fame caufe will produce the 
*> fame effects” —fo long will it be true, 
that the reafon of the populoufnefs of the 
Fewifh nation was owing to the wifdom of 
their laws which concerned the commerce 
of the fexes, and that our want of people is 
owing to our difcarding the {γε of 
government which the ‘fews lived under 


* However matters fteod before with us, it is very 
clear, that, fince the marriage-qaé?, the parties are nei- 
ther of them fu? juris, as to the difpofal of themfelves 
in marriage, till the age of 21 years ; which, with 
regard'to young men particularly, is often attended 
with bad confequences, fuch as laying them under 
temptations to ads, and fo to habits of profligacy; 
which in fome end in ruin; in others in a fettled 
and fixed diflike to the fober duties of a married life ; 
and thus many young men of rank and fortune never 
marry at all; It is; 1 am afraid, too. trye, that 
this is daily increafing among us, 
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in thefe refpects, and eftablifhing another 
in its place, big with every inconvenience, 
which that was 10 exactly calculated to 
prevent. | 

We are fo overwhelmed sath luxury, fo 
funk in difipation, shat the expence of a 
family is looked upon, as it certainly is, 
under fuch circumftances, an intolerable 
burden. The bringing up and main- 
tenance of children is dreaded’ even 
by the opulent, becaufe the enormous 
expence they are at upon their plea- 
fures, reduces them to a level with 
the poorer fort. . This is no uncommon 
reafon* for celibacy. Among the Yews, 
the frugality and indaftry of individuals 
left no room for fuch an excufe. Their 
very women contributed to provide for 
the -] children which they brought, and 
ate not the dread of idlenefs. See a beau- 
tiful account of this, Prov. ΧΧΧΙ. 10, &c. 
Whereas, among us, it is no very uncom- 
mon thing to hear a perfon fay—< 1 
““ won't 

* See before p. 276. | 

+ Which children, as foon as able, contributed 
to the riches of the family by their labour, and in 
this fenfe they were a bleffing inftead of a burden. 
See Ant. Univ. Hift. vol. iii. p. 186. note B. The 
Fews permitted no drones in their dive. Their maxim 


was—** he that will not work, let bim not eat” 
Conte: 


ee ἢ 

« won’t marry, 608010 1 can’t afford it.” 
Every man may afford to marry, who is 
fober and induftrious, but certainly none 
can who are idle and profligate. . 

The קש‎ law alfo, by its feverity 
againft adultery, inflicting certain death 
on the adulterer and adulterefs, fo checked 
the evil, that married men had little to 
fear on that account; whereas, among 
us, our laws, having inflicted no punifh-~ 
ment on adulterers as public offenders, leave 
the punifhment of it to what Sudge Black- 
fone well calls, ‘* the feeble coercion of 
>> the ecclefiaftical courts,” which is 
about as well calculatéd to reftrain it, as 


the ftrength of a pigmy would be to repel 


Comp. Prov. xix. 15. and 2 Theff. 111. 10.—whereas 
with us, an increafe of children is too often an in- 
creafe of idlenefs and extravagance. Witnefs the 
crowds of, what we call, the higher fort of people, 
wno fill our numerous places of public diverfion, 
gaming-houfes, &c. the bankruptcies among our trade/- 
men, and the fhoals of thieves, vagrants, beggars, 
&c. among the lower orders of men. ו‎ 

It is a remarkable thing, that among other in- 
gredients of ruin to the apoftate Fews—idlene/s— 
abundance of idlenefs, was one. Ezek. xvi. 49. We 
do not find that Gop changed His law, becaufe 
they had departed from their obfervance of it; but 
maintained its holinefs and unchangeablenefs, in 
the fearful punifhments He fent upon them for their 
diffolutenefs and difobedience. | 3 
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the force of a grant; and even this, fach 
as it is, 15 within the reach * of money 
to buy off. See1 Burz, Eccl. Law, quarto, 

. 663. Hence it 15, that this giant-vice, 
with fuch large ftrides, marches through 
our land, and may probably be the 
means of terrifying not a few from mar- 
tying. ἢ 

Having elfewhere obferved the wifdom 
of the divine laws for the prevention and 
punifhment of whoredom, 1 will here fay 
once more, that our banifhment of them 
from our fyftem of government, is ano- 
ther reafon of the alarming frequency of 
celibacy among us. 

As for polygamy, it certainly was a/- 
lowed, as much as marriage + itfelf was; 
to fay the contrary, is to deny the whole 
teftimony of the Hebrew ל‎ 

| | this 


* About the year 1735, the ΒΥ of Chefter 36- 
tually cited his commiffary into the Archbifhop’s 
court at York, to exhibit an account of the money 
received for commutations. Oughton fays, that 
>> commutation-money is to be given to the poor, 
>> or applied to other pious ufes, at the difcretion 
ξς of the Fudge.” See Burn. Eccl. Law. tit. Pe- 
xance. Alfo poft, Append. to this Chapter. 

+ For which plain and evident reafon, it may be 
concluded, that the feveral attacks on marriage, 
which the Chriftians have made from time to time, 
under notions of greater purity and Aoline/s, are 

+ | re , wholly 
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this was not that wild, licentious, wicked 
practice of it, which is now maintained 
at the expence not only of decency, but 
even of humanity itfelf, among the Ma- 
hometans; but a holy and fober ufe of 
marriage, circumfcribed by holy laws 
and inftitutions, in a// cafes permitted, 
in fome commanded. And what was the 
confequence to the ftate? A numerous 
1006, which contributed to its riches 
and ftrength—the demand for women in 
marriage increafed, and few were left 
either to be a burden or a difgrace to 6 
But is this fo with us? Our making 


wholly unjufiifiable, becaufe unwarranted by the 
fcriptures. Gop. forbad marriage under certain 
circumftances, but in no one precept or example 
did he prohibit polygamy, where marriage itfelf was al- 
lowed. Wherefore, Lown, [cannot in the leaft doubt, 
that the flat. of 1 Jac. chap. 11. which forbids po- 
lycamy under pain of death, is juft as oppofite to the 
divine law, as the flat. of Hen. / 111. which hangs 
a prieft for marrying one wife, as well as the man 
who fhould affert it lawful in the fight of Gop, for 
a prief? to marry at all. There was atime when it 
would have given great offence to have found fault 
with this law of Hen. VIII. juft as much as to are 
raign the propriety of that of 1 fac. may give now ;-- 
but this proves no more than that both are equally 
abfurd—that fuperftition is always the fame—and 
that men are apt to take their ideas οἵ γεϊ σίους 
truths, more from cuftom, and vulgar opinion, than 
from the word of Gop. ἌΝ 
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polygamy felony has deftroyed * it.—But in 


what re{pect are we gainers * by this ?-- 
“Why, we have gained—what J/rae/ never 
faw, 


* * That is, we have abolifhed the public and. 
open marriage of more women than one at a time— 
and thus have we fhut one door, againft the private 
inexpediency and inconvenience to individuals, 
which, as things are conftituted among us, might 
‘accrue in many inftances. 

But, on the other hand, what has the pub- 
lic. gained? for marriage is not to be confidered 
as only concerning this or that individual, or 
this sor that private convenience or inconve- 
nience, but as refpecting the public—the whole 
in general. And this, no doubt, the ALL-wIsE 
Creator had in view, when—He bleffed them, 
and faid, Be fruitful and multiply, and replenifh the 
earth—Gen. i. 28. with Gen. ix. 1, 7.—as well 
as when he framed 1115 Laws for regulating the 
commerce of the fexes. 

Baron Montefquieu obferves, and very truly, that 
<< public incontinence may be regarded as the greateft 
>> of misfortunes.”—Now, confidering mankind, 
not as what they ought to be, but as what they really 
are—what a door to public incontinence is opened, by 
making it impoffible for married men, who /educe 
virgins, to be under that re/ponfibility towards them 
which the divine law enjoins—Exod. xxii. 16. and 
Deut. xxii. 28, 29 ?—by this means thoufands are 
turned out friendiefs and helplefs, to public infamy, 
proftitution, and ruin. 

Another door is opened to that moft horrid prac- 
tice (it is fo common as to bea practice) of child- 
murder, either by procuring abortion, or by de/froy- 
ing infants in or after the birth—for concealment, 
in fuch cafes, has more, much more to plead, than 
where fingle men are concerned. 

Thefe, 


= 
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faw, till they regarded the divine law as 
little as we do—thoufands of women 
for the purpofes of proftitution and de- 
ftruction, by making it impoffible for 
their feducers to do them that jutftice, 
which reafon, nature, and the divine law, 
intitle them to demand. This may be 
reckoned alfo among the caufes of our 
want of people; for I believe it would 
not be very hard to prove, that almoft 
every woman, who is driven into common 
proftitution, is a lofs of one breeding-wo- 


Thefe, and other dreadful appendages of making 
ourfelves more wife, pure, and holy, than the Gop 
who knoweth whereof we are made, are the confe- 
quences of an indifcriminate and total prohibition 
of polygamy —{fo that, whatever we may have gained 
in point of cafual, private, or domeftic convenience in 
one re{pect, we are lofers in point of public, as well 
as private mifchiefs, in ten thoufand ! + 

If. we advert to the fcripture, we fhall not find a 
fingle inftance of thefe things among the antient 
‘Jews—their law was fo framed 35 60 prevent them. 
—If we attend to the daily evidence of our own 
eyes and ears, they are frequently happening 
among us, becaufe our Jaws are fo framed as to be 
the occafions of them—and perhaps no one part of 
our /y/fem is chargeable with more of them, than 
our fanguinary prohibition of polygamy. 1 Jac. 
cr τίς 

To lay a foundation for all this mifchief, by 
charging Him, who came wot to deftroy men’s lives, 
but to fave them, with repealing the divine law 
which was made to prevent it, is an impious and 
infamous flander, and its wearing the guile of pa- 
rity and piety makes it fo much the wor/e. 
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wian to the public. Phy/ical teafons may 
be given for this, which I do not chufe 
to difcufs, but which the learned -ותט‎ 
formly agree in, and which experience 
demonttrates to be generally true. 

I would therefore conclude upon the 
whole—that all reftraints and jmpedi-. 
ments with regard to marriage, are. 
equally inimical to mature, reafon, and 
Seripture—to found polity and good go- 
vernment, as well as to that which is 
the ftrength, riches, and fafety of all 
governments—an INCREASE of the PEo- 
pLe.——Thefe are ike arrows in the hand 
of a mighty man. — Happy we, had we 
eur guiver full of them! we fhould not be 
afbamed to {peak with our enemies in the gate, 
Pf. cxxvil. 4, 5. 

As a proper conclufion of this chaprer, 
let the following contraff, between the 
arvine fyfiem and our fyfiem ot human in- 
vention, {tand before us—let it bear its 
own teftimony, as to the advautages and 
difadvantages of the change which has 
taken place, and as it may ferve to in- 
troduce a parallel between us and the 
ews, when they left the plain and fim- 
ple road of duty which their Jew pre- 
feribed, and followed their ows zmagina- 
fions. and inventions. 


— 


CO Ns 
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CONTRAST. 


Our Human System, 


To fay nothing of 
the Popi/h {chemes 
of cehbacy, which 
have been fet up a- 
gainit the command 
of Gop—let us look 
nearer home, and 
confider the num- 
bers of unmarried 
people among us— 
one reafon of which 
is, the facility of fe- 
duétion, and derelic~ 
tion, as well as the 
difficulties \aid in the 
way of marriage— 
for all marriageshad 
and folemnized con- 
trary to 26 Geo. II. 
6. 33. fhall be * ut- 
* terly void, to all 
** intents and pur- 
+ pofes whatfoe- 
{ απο γ 


And 


PivinE SYSTEM. 


Male and female 


created bethem, Gen. 


12 D7 Sty 
And Gon פ‎ 4 
them—and Gon faid 
unto them—Be fruit- 
Sul and multiply, and 
replenifp the earth. 
ver.\283ith.ix, 17: 

And the rib which 
the 1,080 Gop had 
taken from man, made 
He a woman, and 
brought her unto the 
man. 

And Adam faid— 
This is now bone of 
ay bone, and flefh of 
my flefh, foe fhall be 
called woman becaufe 
[δὲ was taken out of 
wan. 


Therefore 
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And no {uit fhall 
be had in any eccle/- 
aftical court,to com- 
pel the celebration 
of any — marriage, 
by reafon: of any 
contract whatfoever, | 
any law or ufage 
to the contrary not- 
withftanding. 

Therefore— | 

If a man entice a 
maid &e. he (ῥα 
not SURELY endow 


her to be bis wife. 


Or if be find ἃ 
dainfel that 1s a UViIT=.. 
gin, which 1s not be- 
trothed, &c. the fhallk: 
not be his wife, -תט‎ 
1618 6 chufes it—- 
thoughhehas hum-. 
bled her, he may 
put her away as and 
when 16 4. 


Nothing 


Therefore fhall a 
man leave his father 
and mother, and fhall 


cleave par—be joined 


unto bis wife—and 


they {hall be one flefh. 
Gen, 11. 22--24- 


If a man entice a 
maid that 1s not be- 
trothed, and he with 
ber—bhe fhall furely 
endaw.: ber to: be his 
wife; Exod. xxu.16. 

If a man find a 
dampel that tsa vir- 
gin, which ts not 26- 
trothed, and lay hold 
on her and he with 
her, and they be 
found—sueE SHALL 
ΒΕ HIS WIFE, BE- 
CAUSE HE HATH 
HUMBLED HER, HE 
MAY NOT PUT HER 


AWA VGA ESS HTS 
pays. Deut. xxil: 
28. 29. | 

| He 


4-1 


Nothing» - 1 
make her his wife 
but marriage-cere- 
mony adminiftered 
by a prieft, by banns 
firft publifhed, or 
by 00066 firft had 
and obtainedinfome 
parifh churchor cha- 
pel, ὅτε. or if elfe- 
where, by fpecial h- 
cence from the_Arch- 
bifhop of Canterbu- 
ב‎ 4 

If ג‎ man, having 
a wife, marry ano- 
ther, living the firft, 
he fhall be deemed 
a felon, and fuffer 
death as fuch. The 
jfecond marriage be 
utterly void, andthe 
iffue 24/0706 and 
uninheritable. | 


= Ifa man lie with 
other people’s wives, 
he’ 18 no object of 
criminal judicature. 


If 


He that is joined 
fo a woman (κολλω- 
μενος) ἐξ one body— 
for two, faith Gon 
1, e, who are thus 
joined) /hall be one 
fiefh>—Gen. 11. 24. 


1 Cor. vi: 16. 


Tf a man have two 
wives, he fhall not 
make the fon of the 
beloved firft-born, be- 
fore the fon of the 
hated, which 1s 11- 
deed the firft-born. 

But be fhall ac- 
knowledge the fon of 
the hated for the jirft- 
born, by giving him 
a double portion, &c. 
Deut. xxi. 15——17. 

Tf a man be found 
lying with a woman 
married to an δ: 
band, then they fhall 


both 
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If a πίδη lie with 
a betrothed virgins 
he is not even lia- 
ble to an aétion for 
damages, fhe to no 
penalty whatfoever 


‘on dccount of her 


fituation. 

Among us, thea- 
bolition of the d- 
vine fyfiem has been 
attended with dai-- 
ly adulteries, which 
have increafed the 
more, as mankind 
have felt the privi- 
lege of zmpunity. 

Our ftreets are 
filled with proffi= 
tutes, our brothels 
alfo with hAarlots; 
abortion is fought 
after, child=murder 
is frequent ; the ve- 


nereal difeafe rages 
like 


both of them die. 
Deut. xxii. 22. 

So if with 4 be- 
trothed virgin, &e. 
2 ZA: 


Tn Tfrael, while 
thefe laws were ob- 
ferved, we read of 


no adulteries for 
many centuries to- 
gether. 


No: ftreet - walk- 
ers, whores, and 
common proftitutes 
—no médicines ta- 
ken to procure a- 
bortion—no_ child- 
murder—NoO venere= 
0/* difeafes infecting 


and 


* This horrible difeafe is fuppofed to have 6 
its firft appearance in Aurepe in the year 14933; but 
fome 


ox 1 


and deftroying the likea plague, to the 
people. deftruction of thou- 
(χης. | 
Their population | Our depopulation 
was almoft incredi- 15 alarming. 
ble. ὍΣ | 
| ל ו‎ as ἔπ 


fome haye thought it of much older date, even in 
this country, from a conftitution of the ftews, an- 
tiently kept at the Bank-fide, Southwark, under the 
jurifdiCtion of the Bifbop of Winchefter, dated 1162, 
where it is fuppofed to be called burntxg or brenning. 
It is alfo fuppofed to be mentioned in a manufcript 
of Fohn Arden, furgeon to Rich. 11. and Hen. IV. 
Many have contended for its being known among 
the antients, only under different names. Some 
have gone fo high as the days of Job, and fuppofe 
it to be the ulcerous diftemper with which that 
great man was afflicted ; infomuch, that in a A#iffal 
printed at Venice, anno 1542, there is a ma/s in ho- 
nour of St. Jos, to be faid by thofe recovered of 
this difeafe (See Chambers, tit. Venereal Difeafe) as 
owing their debiverance to his interceflion. Others 
contend that David was afflicted with it, as a pu- 
nifhment for his finful commerce with the wife of 
Uriah, and this he complains of Pf. xxxviii. 3—8. 
But, omitting fable and conjecture, it is certain, whe- 
ther we interpret that paflage /iterally with fome, or 
allegorically.with others, it contains fomething like 
a defcription of this difeafe, as to many of its /ymp- 

f0MS. | 
However this may be, one thing may, 1] 
be afferted as a fact, eftablifhed by long experience, 
that this di/eafe has never been known to exift, but 
from a promifcuous intercourfe of the fexes,—This 
will produce fomething very like it even in brutes 
therefore I can fee no reafon againft dating its 
origin 

9 
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Doe te ee eer‏ יי 


When the Yews We fee, in this 
forfook the law Cbriftian country, 
which Gop fet be- the /ame caufe pro- 
fore them, odeyed ducing the /ame ef- 
not His voice, nor fects. . 


walked As 


origin as early as common whoredom itfelf, as the 
fame caufe may very fairly be prefumed to produce ths 
fame effects, though not perhaps in equal degree, 
nor at all times and places alike. 

If we underftand the word מבישה‎ -- δὲ that maketh 
afhamed, or is an inftrument of foame (Prov. xii. 4.) 
to denote an harlot or common proftitute—for of fuch 
it may be a very apt and defcriptive periphrafis, and 
efpecially as the root בש‎ fignifies to be a/hamed through 
a fenfe of guilt (fee Parkh. fub. νὸς.) and in this 
fenfe an harlot is מבישה‎ --- δὴ infirument of fhame to 
thofe who are joined to her (fee 1 Cor. vi. 15. 16. 18.) 
—therefore I fay, if we underftand this paflage of an 
harlot or common proffitute, how many men can at 
this moment bear teftimony to the truth of what is 
here faid !—whofe bitter experience muft lead them 
to fubfcribe to the words of Pf, xxxvili. 2. 0 
have no ref? in their bones by reafon of their fin—who 
have to mourn that thofe 20065 are rottenne/s itfelf— 
and, as Virgil exprefles himfelf on another fubject— 


Truncas inhonefto vulnere nares. 


But whether the fcriptures above-mentioned, or 
any other parts of holy writ, do, or do not, allude 
to the fymptoms of the di/éa/e in queftion, or whe- 
ther it was or was not known in 27026 till the 

| year 
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As the שמאזטזע‎ 
LAW is laid afide 


for a ἔοι of bu- 


man imagination— 
all manner of /ewd- 
nefs over{preads the 
land, under the va- 
rious forms of adu/- 
tery and whoredom 
—and πὸ doubt 
helps to fill the 


meafure of our a= 


twalked therein, but 
walked after the ima= 
gination of their own 
00/1. 13514. 
Then they fell 
into all manner of 
fpiritual and flefbly 
abomination$s. 
They then com- 
mitted adultery, and 
affembled themfelves 
by troops in the har- 


tional iniquity. 


lots houfes. 
| They Surely 


year 1493 (a very able and learned difcuffion of both 
which points may be found in 4/ruc, de Morb. Ven. 
lib. i. chap.1—10.) furely a reftoration of that 
law is to be wifhed for, which is contrived by infi- 
nite wifdom—Concubitu prohibere vago—thus to pre- 
vent proffitution, and, of courfe, every dreadful 
confequence of it to mankind. 

*> The fhameful, loathfome, and often fatal dif- 
% 62/67 (fays the late excellent Dr. Hariley, Obf. 
on Man, p. 229.) ““ which peculiarly attends the 
“ς vice of lewdnefs, may be confidered as a moft 
*> unqueftionable evidence of the divine will. This 
*> difeafe, with all its confequences, would ceafe 
«© ‘among mankind, could they be brought under 
“Ὁ the reftraints of marriage, but. muft ever continue 
while licentioufnefs continues.”’ 
To this I will venture to add, that, mgt aa a 
ever mutt continue, and even increafe, while the 01+ 
vine laws, which are made to prevent and reftrain it, 
are laid afide. | 


VoL, 1. x 


δ Un" 


“v wn 


6 


were, © 
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Surely this is a 
time for our deepeft 
and סג‎ ferious 
recollection, when 
Gop feems to be 
vifiting our ?0/)01- 
ties upon us, not 
the /eaf? of which, 
is forfaking thet aw 
which He hath fet 
before us, with re- 
{pect to the commerce 
of the fexes, and 
following 41 


which, in the na- 


ture of things, muft 


lead us into the 
very ftate in which 
the “Sews 
when the prophets 
were fent to call 
them to repentance, 
or to foretell their 


deftruction. 


APPENDIX 


They were as fed 
horfes in the morn- 
ing, every one neigh- 
ed after his neigh- 
bour's wife. Jer. v. 
PS: 
mee ΕζΖεΐς. 55 
10,11. Hofeaiv.14. 

Shall I not vifit 
Sor thefe things, faith 
the Lorp, fhall not 


my foul be avenged of 
Juch a natin as 
this ? 

fet. Veils 
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APPENDIX to CHAP. X. 


Ses p. 294, Note. 


Ϊ T may not be amifs to lay before the 
reader the doctrine of penance and 
commutation as to their original, and then 
it will be feen how difgraceful fuch no- 
tions are to an enlightened Proteftant 
church. Theodore of Tarfus, a Grecian 
monk, reftored among the Latins the dif- 
cipline of penance, as it 1s commonly 
termed, which had been for a long 
time almoft totally neglected, and en- 
forced it by a body of fevere laws bor- 
rowed from the Grecian canons. 8 
zealous prelate, who was raifed to the 
fee of Canterbury, A. D. 668, reduced to 
a regular {cience that branch of ecclefiaf- 
tical law, which is known by the name 
of penitential difcipline. He publifhed a 
Penitential, which was entirely new to 
the Latin world, by which the clergy 
were taught to diftinguifh jis into va- 
rious 0/0/05, according as they were more 
or 1665 heinous, private or public. This 
new penitential alfo contained the me- 
thods of proceeding with refpect to 

x 2 offenders, 


] 0 

offenders, and pointed out the variou? 
penalties that were fuitable to the dif- 
ferent clafles of tranfgreffions. This 
new difcipline, though of Grecian ori- 
gin, was eagerly adopted by the Latin 
churches. Its: duration however was but 
tranfitory, for in the eghth century it 
began to decline, and was at length -ת6‎ 
tirely fupplanted by, what was called, 
the new canon of indulgences, in which 
the 2/0/2022 and clergy began to trade in 
the ¢welfth century, when the univerfal 
reign of ignorance and fuperftition was 
dexteroufly, but bafely, improved to fill 
their coffers, and to drain the purfes 
of the deluded multitude. All the va- 
rious ranks and orders of the clergy had 
each their peculiar method of fleecing 
the people. 

The di/hops, when they wanted money 
for their private pleafures, or for the 
exigencies of the church, granted to 
their flock the power of purchafing 
the remifion of the penalties impofed 
upon tranfgreffors, by a f/um of money; 
which was to be applied to certain re- 
ligious purpofes; or, in other words, 
they publifhed indulgences: which 26- 
came an inexhauftible fource of wealth 
to the Epi/copal orders, and enabled them, 

ag 
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as is well known, to form and execute 
the moft difficult fchemes for the en- 
largement of their authority, and of the 
external pomp and fplendor of the 
church. 

When the Roman Pontiffs caft an eye 
on the immenfe treafures, which the 
fale of thefe indulgences brought in to 
the inferior rulers of the church, they 
limited the power of dz/bops in remit- 
ting the penalties impofed on tranfgreffors, 
and affumed, almoft entirely, this pro- 
fitable trafic to themfelves. In confe- 
quence of which, Rome became the ge- 
neral magazine of imdulgences; and the 
12007075, in order to fupply their cof- 
fers, publifhed, not only an univer- 
fal, but alfo a complete, or, what they 
called a p/enary remiflion of all the 
temporal pains and penalties which the 
church had annexed to certain tranf- 
greflions, 

Afterwards they proceeded farther, 
and not only remitted penalties which 
the civil and ecclefiaftical laws had en- 
acted againft tranfgreffors, but audacioufly 
ufurped the divine prerogative, and im- 
pioufly pretended to abolifh even the 
punifhments of the next world; a ftep 
this, which the bifhops, with all their 

4 pride 
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pride and prefumption, had never once 
ventured to take. 

Such proceedings ftood in need of a 
plaufible defence, but this was impof- 
fible. To juftify, therefore, thefe fcan-. 
dalous meafures of the Pontiffs, a mott 
monftrous and abfurd doétrine was in- 
vented—‘ that there actually 46 
*> an immenfe treafure of merit, com- 
>> pofed of the pious deeds and virtu- 
%> ous actions which the Saimts had 
** performed Jdeyond what was neceffary 
+ for their own falvation, and which 
were therefore applicable to the be- 
‘© nefit of others—that the guardian and 
** difpofer of this precious treafure was 
ἐς the Pope, and therefore he was em- 
* powered . to afign to fuch as he 
thought proper, a portion of this 
‘* inexhauftible fource of merit, fuitable 
> to their refpective gui/t, and fuflici- 
*> ent to deliver them from the punifh- 
*> ment * due to their crimes.” This 
horrible fuperftition is retained and de- 


* Bellarmine fays of thefe indulgences, that they 
extend as well to the high forum, or tribunal of our 
Saviour CHRIsT, as to the internal forum, or 
court of holy church; that they even profit the 
dead, and avail them by way of fatisfaction or ap- 
plication. See Abf. of Hitt. of Popery, vol. i. 8 
173. quarto, 1725. and Bellarm. de Indulg. Lib. 


i. 0.0, Ὁ. 20, 21: 
fended 
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fended in the church of Rome to this 
day ! it was happily banifhed from Exzg- 
land at the reformation ; pity but the for- 
mer fort of indulgences had followed it 
out of our church ! but they are ftill re- 
tained, under the more plaufble, but. 
more explicit term of commutation, which. 
fignifies changing one thing for another, as 
the punifhment of fiz for money. Though. 
therefore indulgences and commutations dif- 
fer in name, they entirely agree in their 
nature. ‘Their being given, or pretended 
to be given, to pious ufes, no more falves 
the offence of taking * fuch money, than 
a certain lady's giving, or pretending to 
give, her winnings to the poor, atoned for 
her playing at cards on a Sunday. 
Whatfoever thefe things may be called, 
they are certainly judicial abfolutions, and 


* To make laws for the punifhment of offences, 
and then to waive or fufpend their execution, for’ 
a fum of money paid by the offender, and efpecially 
where fuch laws are made on no better principle than 
with a view to fuch extortion—which I take to have 
been chiefly the cafe with refpect to the laws of pe- 
nance—may bring to one’s mind Virgil’s account of 
one of the tormented in Zartarus ; concernin ₪ whom 
he faith—AZn. vi. 1. 622. 


1100 fixit leges pretio atque refixit. 
He made, and unmade, laws for gold. 


Which fufficiently fhews even an heathen’s fenti- 
ments of fuch a practice. 


Χ 4 fuch 


] are. J 


fuch as never were heard of in 6ם1‎ 
tian church till Popery introduced them, 
See Mofheim, vol.i. 327, 595. edit. Muac- 
laine. 

That there were cenfures on offenders 
again{t religion and good manners in the 
apoftolical times—tfach as private admoniti- 
on, 2 Theff. iii. 15. —public rebuke, and 
even of a fharp kind, 'Tit. i. 13.—reec- 
tion for obftinate herefy, Tit. 111. 10.-- 
and even excommunication itfelf for griev- 
ous and fcandalous offences, 1 Cor. v. 
I—5.) is moft evident ; but I fhould ima- 
gine, that if a fum of money had been 
offered to buy off the cenfures of the 
church, the 0/6 would have been an- 
fwered as Simon Magus was—Tby money 
perifh with thee, &c. Acts νι]. 20. 

See 13 Edw, I. ftat. 4. commonly 
called the ftatute of Circum/pee agatis ; 
and 0 Edw. 11. ftat. 1.0. 2. andc. 3, 

See alfo before, vol. i, p. 63, ἢ. and 
Burn. tit. Penance. 
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CONTA TSU Sot א .יס‎ 


AVING thus far finifhed what I had 
to fay on the foregoing fubjects— 
which are not of an indifferent or trivial 
nature, but of the utmoft importance for 
every body’s confideration—it may be pro- 
per, by way of conclujon, to recapitulate, 
and to commend what has been faid fo 
every man’s confcience in the fight of Gon. 
2 Cor. iv. 2. 

While our laws are what they are, and 
fuffer men to take virgms into their pof- 
feffion, and then put them away, not all 
the devices of human wifdom, nor the moft 
{trenuous efforts of the moft difinterefted 
and beft-contrived plans of reformation, 
can have any greater effect on the mifchiefs 
which they would remedy, than a few 
buckets of water taken out of a river 
would have upon the frream. The water 
would foon wate again, and flow on with 
the fame apparent fulne/s. So, though a 
few proftitutes may be taken from among 
the countlefs 2670, and fome of them fo 

reformed 
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reformed as not to mix with it again, yet 
no apparent diminution meets the eye, 
no leffening of their numbers ftrikes the 
obfervation. The drothels were full— 
they are full—the ftreets were infefted 
with proflitutes—they are ftill infefted 
with them as much as ever—there is no 
more difference as to numbers, than there 
is in an army, from whence an hundred 101- 
diers are difcharged, and an hundred 
frefh recruits are lifted in their room. 
The man who thinks it can ever be 
otherwife, as our laws with refpect to 
marriage now ftand, may go with Horace’s 
ruftic to the brink of a river, and expect 
that it will run itfelf dry. 


At ille 


Labitur 65 labetur in omne volubilis evum. 


It 111 flows on, and will for ever flow. 
FRANCIS. 


If an expedient could be found to dry 
up its fource, and thus ftop it at the foun- 
tain-head, the fireams mutt ceafe, and the 
bed of the river become dry ground. So 
if a law be devifed which can prevent /e- 
duction and derehéfion, and thus ftop pro/- 
titution at its remoteft apparent cautes, the 
thing itfelf muft ceafe. 

This has not been left for the invention 
of man, he never could have been equal 
to 


Lh ΩΝ, 

to the tafk.—The aLL-wisE Gop Him- 
felf, who could alone be poffeffed of wi/- 
dom and authority {ufficient for this, hath 
done it. His law delivered to Adam at 
the beginning, and afterwards in more ex- 
plicit terms to Mofes at Mount Sinai, 
ftands as a record of the divine mind and 
will, and, if duly obferved by mortals, 
is adequate to the prevention or remedy 
of all the moral evils under the fun, among 
the reft, the dreadful and deftructive evil 
of proftitution. 

This law has been difregarded, a /yfem 
very different from it has been fet up in its 
place. This Δ μέσηι, being of human con- 
trivance, mutt of courfe oppofe itfelf to the 
law of Gop—for Hizs ways are Not our WAYS, 
nor His thoughts our thoughts. 11. lv. 8. In 
fhort, that which Gop hath Jound, man 
hath /oofed. ‘The obligation which is cre- 
ated by Gon’s own fiat, muft now give 
place to the inventions of men, which 
declare Gon’s ordinance of marriage null 
and void, unlefs ratified by * man’s au- 
thority. What are the righteous conte- 


* >> As if the links of that eternal chain, whofe 
>> beginning is in the breaft of the FIRST CAUSE of © 
>> all things, could ever be difunited by the infti- 
ἐς tutions of men!” Effay an Crimes and Punifh- 
ments, chap. xvi. 


quences 


[416 J 

quences of all this? Mifery, ruin, defo- 
Jation.—Let men but keep clear of the 
human ceremony, and they may bid de- 
fiance to the divine inflitution. The lewd, 
the defigning, the mercilefs and cruel, 
are turned loofe upon the female world, 
to make what ravages they can. Seduétion 
precedes, «violation follows, dereliction = 
comes next, and profiitution clofes the 
monitrous iniquity ! Shame and difgrace 
attend the divine inftitution, honour and 
reverence await the Auman ordinance! 
Thus MAN 15 EXALTED— GoD DE- 
sPIsSED! This is attended with the moft 
fatal confequences to thoufands, whofe 
protection is provided for and fecured by 
the laws of Gop,.and whofe ruin is in- 

vited and infured by the neglect of them. 
W hat an alteration would it make in the 
regions of profligacy, was the whole entire 
law of Gop to be obferved? If no man, 
let his ftuation be what it might, could 
entice a virgin, &c. and not furely endow 
ber to be his wife? This in every cafe 
whatever? What a fecurity would this 
be to the /ower order of females, on which 
the licentioufnefs of the Aigher order of 
wen ufually falls the heavieft? It 1s 
hardly to be imagined that men of family 
and fortune would pay their 0 OF 
rather 
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rather lay their 20765, where the accom« 
plithment of their defires muft be attended 
with an union, unfuitable in all refpects 
to their rank in life. This would force 
them early to match themfelves with 
their equals; they would not gratify their 
luft at the expence of their pride, and we 
fhould not fee fo many victims of lutt, 
treachery, and cruelty, filling the 270- 
thels, and walking our frreers, till difeafe 
conveys them to an 4o/pital, and from 
thence to the grave: cut off and loft to 
the public in the bloom of youth; when, 
had the proteéfion which the Jaw of Gop 
hath ordained for them, been afforded 
them by their /educers, they might have 
been happy in themfelves, and bleffings 

to fociety. 
Nor does the rejection of Gon’s aw, 
by the fubftitution of man’s inventions, 
confine its mifchief even within 6 
dreadful bounds above-mentioned, it ex-. 
tends itfelf even to murder, and that of the 
moft foul and unnatural kind, that of 22- 
fants by the hands of the mothers who 
bare them. As fomething elfe than Gop’s 
ordinance 18 required to make parties one 
fiefe, perfons who are aCtually married in 
Gop’s account, are under no σα! obliga- 
tion toeach other. The unhappy mother of 
| what 
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what is called ἃ baftard-child—though as 
really married to the father of it as Rebe- 
00 was to 1/2066, or Leah and Rachel to 
Facob—is placed in fuch a light by the 
fuperfittion of the world, as to make her 
prefer an act of barbarity, which her own 
bowels muft yearn at, to the treatment 
which it is the cuftom * of the world to 
beftow upon her. Fear unfheaths the 
fatal inftrument of death, and /hame 
plunges it into the vitals of the Le/ple/s 
wnnocent. ‘The wretched mother (for con- 
cealment feldom covers the offence of 


% >> The murder of baftard children is the effe& 
“€ of a cruel dilemma, in which a woman finds 
>> herfelf, who has been feduced through weaknefs, 
>> or overcome by force. “Thealternative is, either 
>> her own infamy, or the death of a being who is 
‘© incapable of feeling the lofs of life. How can 
6 fhe avoid preferring the laft to the inevitable mi 
6 fery of herfelf and her unhappy infant? The 
> beft way of preventing this crime would be effec- 
>> tually to protect the weak woman from that ty- 
>> ranny, which exaggerates all vices that cannot 
ἐς be concealed under the cloak of virtue. 

66 1 do not pretend to lefien that juft abhorrence, 
> >> which thefe crimes deferve, but to difcover the 
“© fources from whence they {pring ; and I think 1 
*> may draw the following conclufion—That the 
“© punifhment of a crime cannot be juft, that is, necef- 
> fary, if the laws have not endeavoured to prevent 
>> that crime by the 26/7 means which times and circum- 
“© fances would allow.” Beccarta, Crimes and 
Punifhments, chap. 21. 

| murder ( 
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murder) is apprehended, and by the hand 
of juftice configned to the pain and ig- 
nominy of a public death. | | 

The father of the child looks upon 
himfelf as free; no outward ceremony had 
paffed, and the tragical end of his ga//an- 
try deters him not from endangering a 
like fcene of horror, with refpect to the 
next woman he can /educe. 

Gop’s law arrefts the man on his firft 
intercourfe with the woman, and pro- 
nounces them one 0/2, fo that he cannot 
forfake, or put her away all bis days. 
Were this obferved, and that deemed a 
marriage, which Gop hath made fo, the 
woman could be under no temptation to. 
Juch an act, or to any * other, than that, 

| which 


* Here I mean to include the frequent, though 
horrible, and, to many, fatal practice of taking 
medicines to caufe abortion. ‘That this, in a moral 
fenfe, is a 1260165 of murder, there can be no doubt, 
which was feverely punifhed by the divine law. See 
Exod. xxi. 22, 23. There indeed the cafe is put 
of injury arifing from only accidental violence to the 
woman ; yet, even there, if it occafioned the death 
either of the mother or the child, if quick, it was a 
capital offence. Life was to go for life. The word 
ON—which we tranflate mi/chief, comes from the 
root }0—which seein to pour out as water; and 
as a noun, )\ON—effufion, diffufion, diffipation, diffelu- 
tion.— Ar. Mont. ו‎ oe Meer CS 
2 Sam. xiv. 14. Inthe tranflation of the LKX, or 

10 rather 
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which the law would put in er power; 
that is to fay, making the man do her 
the juftice which it is now fo amply in 
bis power to refufe. From what has been 
faid, let the reader revolve in his mind 
every 160168 of injury and female ruin, 
which he ever heard of, red of, has feen, 
or can conceive, and he will find that it 
has all originated from the abolition of 
the divine Jaws, which fo amply provide 
for the 16007107 of women, and from the 
introduction of thofe human inventions, 
which have turned marriage into a mere 


rather their paraphrafe on this place of Exodus, they 
diftinguifh between the taidov μὴ εξεικονισ μένον, 
the child not formed, and ¢Femovicpivev—formed; or, 
as we may fay, between the embryo, which is inani- 
mate, and the fetus, which, being full formed and 
animated, may be faid to be capable of Jofing life. 

The frequent abortions which are procured by 
piss no doubt fall within the reafon of this 
aw. 

But when we take into the account, the numbers 
of women, who have deftroyed them/felves, as well as 
the children within them, and thus have died, un- 
der the double guilt of suicIDE and CHILD-MUR- 
DER, it ought to fill us with horror, to think that 
a fyfiem, which, in the very nature of it, muft af- 
ford numberlets temptations to this, and be produc- 
tive of frequent zaffances of it, fhould be the //- 
tem of a people who profefs a belief of Divine 
REVELATION, wherein the caufes of fuch mif- 
chiefs are provided againft by the wi/dom and good- 
nefs of the Crraror Himsexr. ᾿ς 

3 civil 
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civil contract, for בג‎ πὸ * other view does 
our municipal law regard it, thus vacating 
obligations which Gop hath made, and 
Jaying obligations which Gop hath not 
made. 

As for appointing certain outward acts, 
rites, or ceremonies, for the public re- 
cognition of the marriage as to civil pur- 
pofes, thefe are in the breaft of the ftate 
to ordain or alter, as may feem moft expe~ 
dient; but as to marriage itfelf, it nei- 
ther being ordained of men nor 4y men, 
but of and dy the Gop of Heaven, no 
power on earth can change or alter it. 
It is no more within the jurifdiction of 
man, of the power of mortals, to do this 
in a moral fenfe, than it is, in a natural 
fenfe, to change the rifing of the fun, 
or ftop the flowing of the tide, For 
the fame reafon that a child is com- 
pletely and perfectly baptized, without 
the fign of the crofs, or without godfathers 
and godmothers, aman and woman, whofe 
perfons are united, are completely and per- 
fectly married in the fight of Gon, without 
any human ceremony whatfoever; that is 
to fay, becaufe this is no part of Gon’s 
ordinance of marriage, therefore cannot 


* See before vol. 1. p. 64. 
Vor. II. 7% be 
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be effential to the perfection of it as im his 
Sight. 

It is therefore truth, even the ¢ruth of 
Gop, that no man can receive the perfon 
of a virgin into an union with his own 
(fuppofing her not betrothed to another 
man) without her becoming 22 --אשה‎ 
woman or wife—fa femme—from that mo- 
ment. This law is as genera/ as it is ab- 
folate; though exceptions of detrothing 
er efpoufals are made on the part of the 
woman, no fuch thing appears’ תס‎ the 
part of the man: therefore, whatever his 
fituation may be, it makes no difference 
—having ¢aken the woman and HUMBLED 
HER, he may not put ber away all bis 
days. . | 

That this law* invalves polygamy, fo 
as even to command it, and therefore to 
make it a duty, where the man is mar- 
vied who takes the virgin, is evident 
from the very terms in which the /aw is 
conceived: Jf ₪ man—muft mean -- any 
man—every man who does fo. The li- 
berty which commentators have taken with 


* Deut. xxii. 28, 29. 

+ As תג‎ ver. 22. Ir a MAN 26 found lying with a 
woman married to an hufband—here ]?--כי איש‎ a man 
—muft be underftood without limitation or reftraint, 
as to the fituation of the adulterer—fo doubtlefs of 
the feducer at ver. 28. , 

this 
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this text, in order to accommodate it to . 
their own prejudices, is an inftance of 
that fort of conftruction, which the Pa- 
pifts make ufe of in the underftanding of 
τίμιος ὃ γάμος ev πάσι---- Πού. .111א‎ 4.—Mar- 
riage 15 honourable in all: that is, fay they, 
in all things, not in all men; for the Rhe- 
mifis fay, on 1 Cor. vii. οἱ that ‘* the 
>> marriage of prieffs is the worft fort 
‘© of incontinency.” Thus we fpeak of 
polygamy, with juft as much ground from 
Gop’s word. | | 
Had polygamy been permitted on the 
fide of the woman, the moft material 
part of the facred hiftory muft have 
loft its evidence: as no genealogy could 
have been preferved with the leaft cer- 
tainty, it could not have been proved be- 
yond a doubt that Curist 18 the Me/- 
fiah, of the feed of Abraham, and of 
the oufe and family of David, to whom 
the promifes were made; confequently, 
that he is the prophet which was to come, 
and we are to look for no other. Matt. xxi. 
42. and we muft have been afking, in 
another fenfe than our Lorp himfelf did 
—What think ye of CurisT, whofe Son 
is he? This fatal ftroke to all our 
hopes muft have been the confequence 
of a precarious iffue. In a more private 
7 2 view 
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view of the matter, all modefty, de- 
cency, order, inheritance, relationfhip, 
and every bond of fociety, muft have 
been broken afunder; whereas, on the 
man’s fide, polygamy is not attended with 
any of thefe things: what the wicked- 
nefs and vilenefs of men have intro- 
duced, muft be looked upon as abufe 
and perverfion, but are no more * argu- 
ments againft the thing it/e/f; when 

ufed 


* To argue againff any thing from the abufe of 
1), is the moft unfair of all methods of refutation. 
There are no abfurdities, and indeed no lengths of 
impiety and blafphemy, into which, by fuch means, 
we may not be carried.. | 
We may even difpute the wi/dom and holine/s of 
the CREATOR in making the human fpecies of dif- 
ferent fexes—in ordaining the means of increafing 
and multiplying the human race, by the union of 
the male and female—in implanting, for this pur- 
pofe, a defire towards each other—for if all’ this 
had never been, adultery, fornication, and whoredom,. 
could not have exifted :—Nay, we may carry the 
argument fo far, as to conclude againit the divine 
wifdom and holine/s in the creation itfelf—for if this 
had never been, no evil, either mora/ or natural, 
could have ever been known. See vol. i. pref, 
p> אא‎ 
Let us goa little farther, and we fhall get into. 
feepticifm—and from thence into atheifm—like thofe 


who tread the high priori road, 
And argue downward ’till they doubt of Gop. 
Pops. 


Ian 


----- 
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ufed according to Gop’s regulation and 
difpofition of the matter, than the mur- 
ders and maffacres by the Heathens of 
old Rome, or by the Papiffs of modern 
Rome, are to be reafonably urged. (as 
they have been falfly by infidels) a- 
gainft the truth of the 20/26. Had not 
polygamy been allowed to men, the pro- = 
vifion made for the protection and de- 
fence of the weaker fex had been defi- 
cient ; whereas Gop’s law hath made 
it complete, and no man~ upon earth 
can, on the footing of that law, plead 
his /ituation, either as a privilege or a 
difability, again{ft providing -for, main- 

taining, 


In 1526 Archbithop Cranmer, who was project- 
ing the moft effectual means for a reformation of 
dorine, moved in convocation, that they fhould pe+ 
tition the king for leave to make a tranflation of the 
Bible. But Gardiner, and all his party, oppofed it, 
both in convocation, and in fecret with the king. 
It was faid that all the herefies and extravagant opi- 
wions, which were then ir Germany, and from 
thence coming over to 2021000, {prang from the 
free ufe of the fcripture: and whereas in the AZay 
Jaft year, nineteen Hollanders were accufed of fome 
deretical opinions, for which opinions fourteen of 
them were burnt in pairs in feveral places ; it was 
complained, that all thofe drew their damnable 
errors from the indifcreet ufe of thefcripture. And 
to offer the Bible in the πρὶ tongue to the whole 
nation, would prove the greateft /nare that could 
be. See Burnet Hitt. Ref. vol. i. p. 195, fecond edit. 

Whoever reads with attention this excellent, and 
entertaining hi/fory, will fee what reliance סג‎ 

+ 
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taining, and protecting as a wife, amy or 
every woman whom he may chufe to 
| feduce. | 

That Gop fhould eftablith this /écu- 
rity, by the pofitive laws which have 
been fo often mentioned—and ¢hat in 
all cafes where the woman was /ree—that 
it fhould be fo uniformly and openly 
maintained, for fo many ages together, in 
the practice of the def people; and then, 
all of a fudden, it fhould be found out 
to be againft the primary Jaw of mar- 
riage, a fin again{t the (σε command- 
ment, and that which was a moral duty by 
Exod. xxil. 16. and Deut. xxii. 28, 29, 
fhould be a damnable //2 under the go/- 
pel—is either to fuppofe the world 0 


party had on this mode of argumentation againft 
the Reformers, their writings, and indeed againft 
the Reformation it/felf. The great Sir Thomas More, 
in his writings, exercifed all his dexterity in expof- 
ing the 7// confequences that could follow on the doc- 
trine of the Reformers. Ibid. 356. | 
Affuming certain prejudices as true, and thence 
drawing conclufions, which reft fingly on fuch pre- 
judices, is not only unfair, but is one of the 
meaneft and moft defpicable /ophi/ms that error 
can have recourfe to. It is that fort of deceit and 
impofition, which ‘¢ imports the mifreprefentation 
>> of the qualities of things and actions to the 
>> common apprehenfions of men, abufing their 
*> minds with falfe notions; and fo, by this arti- 
%> fice, making evi/ pafs for good, and good for 
“Ὁ evil in all the great concerns of 116." פד טספ‎ 
© Sermons. 
| much 
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amuch Jdeffer than it was before, and 
therefore no fuch Jaw any longer need- 
jful—or that a law-giver came under 
the New Teftament to oppofe the “w- 
giver under the Old Teftament, and to 
fet mankind free from their allegiance 
and obedience to Him. The former of 
which fuppofitions is not true in point of 
jacé any more than the latter—our own 
fenfes may convince us of the 2, and 
CuRIst’s own declaration, that He 
came not to deftroy the law (καταλῦσαι, to 
demolifb or loofen its obligation) may af- 
fure us ef the fecond. Urging that 
Curisv has altered the law of the Old 
Teftament, by forbidding polygamy— 
which was, in all cafes where mar- 
riage itfelf was lawful, allowed, and in 
fome inftances pofitively commanded—is 
only faying, in other words, that he lef- 
fened that /ecurity which the weaker fex 
have againft the ftronger, and facilitated 
the ruim and proftitution of women, by 
cutting off a confiderable part of that 
protection which the law of Gon afforded 
them, and which He {fo ftrongly main- 
tained in His whole difpute with the 
Pharifees on the fubje&t of divorce, in 
no one part of it more ftrongly than 
Matt. xix. g. the very verfe which /- 

4 7 
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perfiition has fo long taught men to quote 
for an oppofite purpofe; for there He 
fhews that αὐ divorces (except what He. 
had before excepted, ch. v. 32.) are abfo-~ 
lutely forbidden. | 

So far as we believe Gop’s law, fo far 
muft we believe that if a man (having a 
wife) entices a virgin, and hes with ber, 
this /of fhall surety be His wife, as 
much as the frff; and it would be 
equally criminal to abandon her as 0 
put away the 7. For faying this, 1 
appeal to the whole 222, from 26- 
ginning to end. There are many in- 
{tances recorded of men’s taking a /e- 
cond to a firft, but not one where fuch 
a thing was either forbidden, or where 
the fecond marriage was declared 166% 0 
than the frff, or the fr? looked upon | 
asa ground of divorce from the fecond, 
any more than the /econd was a ground 
of divorce from the frft. 

We have run into much confufion on 
the fubjec&t of marriage, by the terms 
hufoand and wife. "The ideas which cuf- 
tom hath taught us to annex to them, 
have fuperfeded the /cripture-definition of 
that relation, and have fubftituted ano- 
ther, which is not to be found in the 2/- 
é/e. Our notion is, that when a no 

an 
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and woman have been at a church, and 
had the matrimonial fervice red over 
them, and the ceremonies therein con- 
tained obferved, they are man and wife ; 
not otherwife: whereas the {cripture 
has no /pecific name for the relation, 
as hufband* and wife—but a man and 
his woman .איש ואשתו‎ When a man 
took a virgin, fhe became his woman, i. 6. 
his property, not by any outward cere- 
mony, but by the furrendering 20 0 
into his pofefion; this, either anticipa- 
tively by promife or betrothing, or ac- 
tually by carnal knowledge, where no be-. 
trothing or efpoufal went before; this, 
and this ov/y, made them one fle/h— 
this did, and it ever mutt have the fame 
effect in the fight of Gon ; for He chang- 
eth not. As fhe was called \nwx—Azs 


* The author hath, notwithftanding, ufed the 
terms hufband and wife throughout this whole trea~ 
tife, in compliance with our tranflators of the f{crip- 
ture, and as the moft concife way of א6‎ 161105 the 
marriage-relation which our language is acquainted 
with. However, fo far from implying that none 
can be man and wife, but thofe who are joined by 
fome outward ceremony adminiftered by a prieft, the 
words איש ואשתו‎ are ufed to denote the pairing or 
coupling together of brute animals. See Gen. vii. 2. 
where we have tranflated them—the male and his 
female. Mont. Virum & uxorem ejuss—dpocy καὶ 
Ayaue LXX.—See before vol. i. P+ 42. 
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woman, by his having the poffeffion of her 
perjon, in a fenfe exclufive of a// other men, 
10 in the fame fenfe Je was called nus ~—fer 
man— idios dvyp, (See vol. i. p. 227-—2 32.) 
—the man fo appropriated to her that fhe 
could give herfelf to no other. This 
was fo in all cafes ; the woman who gave 
her perfon into the poffefion of a man, 
whatever the man’s fituation might be, 
could not go to another, nor could the 
man put her away all his days. Were 
this fo with us, it would be as difficult 
to find a brothel, or even a proffitute, as 
it was in J/rge/l, while thefe things were 
obferved and kept, | 
That the laws of Exod. xxii. 16. and 
Deut. xxil. 28, 29. would fometimes be 
attended, in their execution, with no {mall 
inconveniencesin the cafe of married men, 
muft be allowed—but what are the wor/? 
of thefe which can be fuppofed, when 
put in competition with the tremendous 
and horrible mifchiefs of feduétion and 
proftitution, either to individuals or 
to the public? The maz has it in his 
own option whether he will incur the 
danger of the former, Gop has gracioufly 
rovided in his /aw that the weaker /ex 
fhall not * be expofed to the latter. | 


* 006 before p. 170--2, | 
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As to the murder of 20/0070 children, 
as they are called, an attempt was made 
fome years ago to prevent this, by the 
charitable and well-meant inftitution of 
the Foundling Hofpital; if I recollect 
aright, this very purpofe is mentioned, 
either in the &ing’s charter, or in the 
petition which preceded it.—I with not to 
remember, much lefs to repeat, leaft of 
all to enlarge upon, the mifchief which 
enfued to the lives of children, from the 
evil practices of thofe who were to 
convey them to the 4o/pita/; this from 
all diftances, at a time when the ten- 
dernefs of their age made them unable 
to fupport the fatigue of jolting waggons, 
&c. by which means many died on the 
way :—{uffice it to obferve, that not one 
murder, of the fortabove mentioned, could 
probably be prevented by the plan of this 
charity ; becaufe, in order to have the child 
conveyed to the 4o/pita/, fomebody mutt be 
trufted with the /ecret, as the unfortu- 
nate mother can hardly be fuppofed in 
a condition to carry it herfelf, and 
thefe murders are always committed that 
the /ecret may not be divulged. Did the 
law of Gop prevail, that which no hu- 
man contrivance can 68660, would be 
done ; fuch intercourfe as we call whore- 
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dom, in contempt of Gon’s Jaw, and in 
honour of a human * ceremony, would be 
deemed, what the fcriptures deem it, 
a marriage, and the magiftrate, as in I/~ 
vael, at the woman’s requeft, might 
compel the man to a public recognition 
of it, in any manner which fhould be 
required by the flate. 

Something like this once prevailed in 
the kingdom of France, as appears by a 
paffage in the Caufes Célébres, publifhed 
1777 at Paris, wherein one of the advo- 
cates, in Caufe Lxxvii. fays,—** On con- 
*> damnoit autrefois les jeunes gens qui 
*> abufoient de la foibleffe des filles, 
% fous promeffe du marriage, a etre 
** pendus ou a les epoufer.”—** Formerly 
*> young men, who abufed the weaknefs 
“ of girls under promife of marriage, 
*¢ were condemned, either to be hanged 
** or to marry them.” This was fome- 


/ 


* 1 fhould imagine that the following /yllogifm 
cannot be denied. 

Nothing can be of the eflence of marriage in 
Gop’s fight, but that which he hath himfelf ore 
dained and revealed as fuch in his word. 

But—No outward marriage-ceremony, as effential 
to marriage in his fight, hath Gop ordained and re- 
vealed in his word. 

Therefore no fuch ceremony can be of the ef- 
ence of marriage in Gop’s fight. 


thing 
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thing like reverence to the /aw of Gop ; 
for though that. does not fay what the 
punifhment was to be, in cafe the man 
refufed to comply with the law which 
faid He fhall furely endow ber to be his 
wife—yet if fuch a cafe had happened, 
and Mo/es, as in the cafe of the man 
who gathered flicks on the fabbath (Numb. 
xv. 32.) had confulted Gon by Urin 
and Thummim, he probably would have 
received the fame anfwer; difobedience 
to a commandment fo emphatically deli- 
vered would {carcely have met with a 
milder punifhment in this cafe than in 
the other. However, we may with cer- 
tainty pronounce that death would have 
been the confequence on the wilful and 
obitinate offender, as it appears to have 
been a capital offence to defpife the Sen- 
tence of the judges, (Deut. xvii. 11, 12:( 
and they muft have pafled fentence accord- 
sng to law. 

But the French as well as ourfelves are 
wmproved in their manners, therefore the 
faid advocate adds—<«< Depuis תס‎ 9᾽ε{ 
66 relaché de la feverité de cet ufage, & 
““ Yon s’eft contenté dees condamner 
*> a doter ces filles, ou a leur donner de 
>> dommages interéts.”—** Since then we 
«* have relaxed from the feverity of that 


** cuftom, 
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*> cuftom, and content ourfelves witli 
condemning them to give portions 
to thefe girls, or to pay them da- 
mages. So amongift us, a woman 
may bring an aéfion on a breach of 
promife of marriage; but then aétual pro- 
mife mut be proved, or fhe will be non- 
fuited. This therefore does not reach 
the original caufe of the evil complained 
of. Gop does not make an aéfual pro- 
mife of marriage neceflary, Deut. xxi. 28, 
29.—but the man Jing with the woman 
was to be confidered as a marriage, and 
as fuch ought to be enforced under the 
ievereft penalties. | 
The French advocate farther faith— 
that this giving a portion, or pecuniary 
damages—** eft le feul parti qui refte, 
*> lorfque le feducteur eit mari€—‘ is 
* the only * thing that remains, where 
*> the /educer is already a married man.” 
So {peaks human wifdom—but net fo the 
law of Gop; that made not the leaft 
difference as to the fituation of the man, 


fF * The caufe in queftion was inftituted againft a 
married man who had gotten a young woman with 
child ; and ended with the DEFENDANT’s being 
condemned to pay the plaintiff 400 liv. damages—to 
take the whole charge of the chi/d, as to 1ts main- 
tenance and education, upon himfelf—and to pay 
the whole cofts of fuit. 

though 
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though it fo exprefsly does as to that of 
the woman. Portioning fuch a woman 
out to marry another man, would 
have been caufing her to commit adultery, 
as fhe was the wife of the f7/? man, by 
that aét which made her one fle/h with 
him. The man who married fuch an 
unjuftly-divorced woman, would alfo be 
guilty of adultery. It might feem ftrange 
to go into an houfe, and to fee a man 
with fwo wives; but this would be much 
better than to go along the ftreet, and 
fee a number of young women perifhing 
with difeafe and filthinefs, fome of them 
becaufe the men would not, others 26- 
caufe they could not, marry them. 

I have been lately informed, that by 
the laws of Switzerland, though polygamy 
is not tolerated there, yet if a fingle 
man gets a girl with child, he is obliged 
to marry her, be his rank in life what it 
may. Here is at leaft a partial remedy 
againtt child-murder and proffitution; but 
then it muft be obferved, that it is only 
juft fo far extenfive as it agrees with 
the divine law. 

The Yews are more righteous and mer- 
ciful in the refpects above mentioned 
than we Chriffians are; for the law of 

Gop, 
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Gop, is, as far as their difficult fituatioti 
will admit, obferved tn all cafes of this 
kind; and if any man refufes to fubmit 
to it, he is put under fentence of ex- 
communication ; which, as they have no 
public government, is the utmoft which 
can be done. On converfing with a 
gentleman who is a Yew, on this fub- 
ject, he told me, that fome time ago a 
rich young ‘few at Amfterdam feduced a 
poor Fewe/s, who was a fervant-girl: fhe 
infifted on his publicly marrying her; 
- which he refufed. She complained to 
the /ynagogue; who fummoned him to 
appear before them, that they might en- 
quire properly into the fact. Finding 
it true, they fentenced him to marry her 
publicly. He would not—urging the 
difference of his rank from her’s; but 
this plea was not allowed, they urged 
the /aw of Gop againft him; but he con- 
tinuing obftinate in his refufal, they ex- 
communicated him. He applied to fome 
of the States of Holland, that they would 
interfere; but they refufed it, faying— 
** the fynagogue had a right to enforce 
*¢ their own laws.” I afked the geuthk- 
man, with whom I was converfing, 
% what would have been the cafe if 
>> this young man had been before ody 
א‎ 
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*+ xed to another woman then זט‎ 2” 
he anfwered—** Juft the fame—for 
τς by the law of Mofes, no man can take 
* a virgin, and afterwards abandon her 
*> at his: pleafure.” So that the very 
‘fews may fhame us Chriftians for the 
little refpect we pay to the prefervation 
of the female fex, or to thofe laws of 
Heaven which were made to infure it! 
Our faying that the Saviour of the 
world (whom we call Lord and Mafier— 
and in this we fay well, for fo be is—John 
.נוא‎ 13.) came to fet thofe Jaws afide, 15 
only going a ftep farther out of the way 
af truth, and into the way of abomina- 
7. 
_ 1 would obferve, that if the young 
ew above mentioned had lived in the 
days of Mo/fes, he would not have come 
off fo cheaply as with a bare excommu= 
nication, but death had alfo been the 
confequence of his contumacy. (Deut. 
.ונעט‎ 11, 12.) On which I cannot omit re- 
marking—that what Gop pofitively com- 
manded to be done in all cafes, we Chrif- 
tians do not enforce in amy—nay, by the 
marriage-act we have abfolutely prohibited 
+—that “* any fuit fhall be inftituted to 
«compel a marriage im facie ecclefie, by 
ἐς reafon*of ANY CONTRACT of matri- 

mony‏ >> 2 .1 .מס 


] 1 


** mony WHATSOEVER.” So 05 
men are abfo utely releafed from all en- 
forcement of the divine law—and as for 
married men, they are prohibited, on 
pain of death, to do what, under Gon’s 
own government, they would on pain of 
death have been compelled * to. 

Here we find an adequate caufe of 6- 
male ruin, proftitution, and mifery ! 
corrupt human nature is left to itfelf, 
-uncontrouled, unchecked by the power 
of Gon’s pofitive precepts, unpunifhed 
for an avowed rebellion’ againft them. 
To fay that we have laws to take up a 
poor ffreet-walker, and fend her to Bride- 
well, is only faying that we have laws to 
make the miferable {till more muferable, 
and the profigate more profligate; for in 
thofe places of confinement, they help 
to corrupt each other, and they ufually 
come forth more abandoned than when 


* Calixtus, a writer of the 17th century, in his. 
treatife de Legibus, faith very truly 


Nulla lex humana pote/t probibere, que lege divina, 
five naturali five pofitivd, fuerunt mandata; neque 
mandare que fuerunt prohibita. 


6 No human law can prohibit thofe things 
% which by the divine law, either natural or po- 
ἐς fitive, were commanded, nor command what 
ἐς was prohibited.” 


they 
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they weit in. It is a fad remedy which 
increafes the difeafe. All thefe things 
conlidered, can it be otherwife than that 
adultery fhould imcreafe, in defiance of 
Gon’s /aw, when we have not a fingle 
flatute to enforce that law ? that whores 
dom and fornication fhould abound, when 
the only. method of preventing them is 
utterly laid afide, though prefctibed and 
enjoined by the Gop of Héaven ?—To 
punifh a poor deferted creatiire for being 
a profiitite, when it is put out of her 
pawer to force her feducer to provide for 

er as the divine Jaw enjoins, is equally 
cruel arid foolifh: not very unlike the 
man who threw his child into a ditch; 
and theti beat him for being dirty. 

I pretend not to the gift of prophecy ; 
but, without that, only by comparing 
effelts with their caufes, and weighing 
in the balance of reafon and common 
fenfe circumfiance with circumfance—un- 
1618 récourfe be had to the remedy which 
Gop hath provided in his 4aw—I may 
venture to pronounce (as all evil is of a 
progreflive nature, the more fo the lefs 
check is given to it) that all our well- 
meant fchemes of reforming proftitutes, 
and all our abftird and 16706 9 
of elie bbe will end juft were they 

2 2 he j 
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began ; only with this melancholy dif- 


ference, that for one reformed we fhall 
find twenty feduced, and for one reclaimed 
by punifhment, an 4undred will be made 
the worfe. I fear we fhall have to fay 
with Seneca—de Benef. 1. 1. c. 10. Hoc 
mayores nofirt quefit funt, hoc nos querimur, 
hoc poftert nofiri querentur, everfos off 
mores, regnare mequitiam, im detertus res 
humanas 8 in omne nefas labi. ““ This 
*> our anceftors 2006 complained of, this 
*> we do complain of, this our pofterity 
*> will complain of—that morals are 
*> overturned, that wickednefs reigns, 
‘© that human affairs go from bad to: 
%4 worle, and fall into all manner of i im- 
piety.” Or with Horace, 


ΖΕ ας parentum, pejor avis, tulit 
Nos nequiores, mox daturos 
Progeniem vitiofiorem. 


66 More.vicious than their fathers’ age, 

>> Our fires begat the prefent race, 

>> Of actions impious, bold, and bafe : 

>> And yet, with crimes to us unknown, 

6 Our fons fhall mark the coming age their 


own. FRANCIS. 


I cannot. 01016 the foregoing ו‎ 
tions better, than by inferting a very 
affecting illuftration of their truth, 

which 
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which appeared in the General Adverti- 
fer of Od. τό, 1778. 


«Mr. Epiror, 


>> Seeing a very young girl wandering 
about the ftreets late in the evening of 
yefterday, I was induced to afk her- 
whither fhe was going ? She told me 
that an officer encamped at Coxheath 
had, about a fortnight fince, ftolen her 
away from her friends at Rochefler, 
and carried her by force to his mar- 
guée, where he debauched her; and 
after having kept her about a week 
after he had fatisfied his licentious in- 
clinations, he had fent her to London 
with a gwimea in her pocket, to get her 
living as fhe might. This wanton 
act of barbarity fo affected me, that I 
could not refrain from curfing aloud 
the author of it, in the moft vehe- 
ment manner, as I walked home. 
56 How much more does this cruel de- 
{troyer of innocence deferve the difci- 
pline of flagellation, than a poor de- 
ferter! I hope the officer who has 
thus taken from a young girl that 76- 
commendation, without which fhe 
will find it difficult to earn an ho- 
3 oe nels 
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>> neft livelihood, is not quite fo nearly 
6> related to the Devil, as to fuffer this 
>> unhappy victim to feek her bread by 
> profiitution.” | 

How far the cafe, as above ftated, may 
be true, I will not pretend to fay; but 
could we know every thing of this fort 
which daily pafles in the world, we 
fhould find much reafon to credit the 
11088 in this letter. Many men there 
are, whofe rank, and education, and for- 
tunes, as well as their perfonal endowe- 
ments, might intitle them to the af- 
fections of the moft refpectable and ex- 
alted of their own degree in the female 
world, with whom they might be the 
happy bufbands of happy wives, who, de- 
voting themfelyes to the indulgence of 
their appetites, lay out all their time and 
fubftance to inveigle and betray the 
loweft of the other fex, and then ferve 
them as the officer above mentioned is 
reprefented to have ferved the poor gir/. 
Sooner than fail, they will employ their 
mean dependents to be their favors; and 
pumbergs there are, of doth fexes, who 
actually live upon the fpoils of female 
ZNMOCENCE. | 

The judges of Irae! would have faved 
the poor girl from deftruction, by forc- 


ing 
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ing the officer to a public recognition of 
his marriage with her, on the facts ap- 
pearing to them as they are ftated.—But 
he lives in a Chriftian country—he is free 
—the poor helplefs girl irremediably 
undone! fo are thoufands and fens of © 
thoufands on the fame principle. 

By abolifhing the connected, wife, and 
falutary laws of Gon, relative to the 
commerce of the fexes, and fetting up a 
law of man’s device in their place, the 
ftrongeft barrier which words can form, 
for the prefervation of the weaker /fex, 
is thrown down; the ftrong holds of 
Jemale fecurity are razed to their very 
foundations ; and the following wz:fchiefs 
are apparent. 

1. Adultery has not any punifhment to 
ftand in dread of from our penal laws, 
therefore we can be at no lofs for its 
bare-faced appearance, and increafe be- . 

ond the example of former times—for 
evil of all kinds is of a progreflive na- 
ture. : 

2. There being no obligation on.men 
to marry the virgins they /educe, thou- 
fands of helplefs girls are enticed, f{e~ 
duced, and abandoned at the pleafure 
of their Srpucers ; by which means 


8 4 the. 
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the brothels and ftreets are filled with 
harlots and proftitutes. 
| 3..Thefe poor creatures, grown har- 
dened and defperate in the ways of fin, 
are, in their turns, the /educers-and de-. 
bauchers of the young and heedlefs of 
the other fex who may. fall in their 
way. - 
= 4. Adifeafe little better than a plague, 
which .Providence has feemed to fet as 
a brand of infamy, as well as punifh- 
ment, on the forbidden and promifcu- 
= ous commerce of the fexes, {preads its 
poifon far and wide, to the deftruction 
of thoufands. 
_ 5. Depopulation muft, in its degree, 
enfue—not only from the ravages of the 
venereal difeafe, among young perfons 
efpecially, of doth fexes; but numbers 
οἵ fuch females as would otherwife be 
breeding women, enervated by profiitution, 
rotted by difeafe, and configned to the 
grave in the very bloom of youth, 
drop, like withered bloffoms from the 
tree, leaving no fruit behind. Should 
they for afew, or even for many years, be 
able to withftand the affaults of intem- 
perance, fo as to furvive them (which 
here and there may be the cafe of 
one 
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one * in an hundred) yet, barrennefs and 
proftitution are fo ufually connected, as to 
make it amount at leaft to improbability 
that fach women fhould ever breed. 

6. Another fource of depopulation muft 
arife from the temptation which men are 
under to a fngle life, from-finding an eafy 
way of gratifying their appetites—with- 
out the burden and care of a wife and 
Samily—either with women whom they 
can /educe, and /eave at their pleafure, or 
by a fmall fum purchafing the favours of 
thofe who have been /educed and aban- 
doned by other men. This is one grand 
incentive to celibacy on the fide of the 
men, and a reafon why fo many young 
women, however beautiful and deferving 
they may be, pafs on to old age ne- 
glected by the other fex, and die un- 
married. τ | 

7. By putting an: Suman ceremony in- 
the place of the divine ordinance, and men 
being under no obligation to marry the 
women they /educe, whoredom and _forni- 
cation mutt increafe, in proportion to the 


* Ufually moft of thefe turn bawds, and make 
it the great end of their profeffional indu/try to live 
by keeping brothels, not only for the reception of. 
young women already ruined, but for the inveig~ 
Jing and drawing into χη numbers of unwary 
and deceived females, | 


numbers 
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numbers of profligate men, who chufe to 
gratify their paffions at a cheaper rate 
than the charge of a wife and family, and 
to indulge their love of variety at no 
greater trouble and expence, than may be 
incurred by the feduction of youth and 
innocence among the lower order of fe- 
males. 

8. By reprefenting polygamy as a fin, 
the word of Gop is difcarded as the only 
rule of faith—the wifdom and boline/s of 
his pofitive laws, for its regulation, called 
in queftion—a very confiderable part of 
the fecurity which they afford the weaker 
ἔχ, deftroyed, and of courfe the feducing, 
abandoning, and proftituting women, by 
married * men, greatly facilitated. Vouch- 
ing the authority of CurisT, as for- 
bidding polygamy under the notion of 
adultery, is a mifreprefentation of his 
prophetical charaéter, like that of Cerin- 


* More efpecially by thofe who are under divor- 
ces a menfa & toro, or, from fome unhappy diffe- 
yences, are feparated by mutual agreement, which are 
far the greater number of the two, and who are ex- 
pofed to all the temptations of a /ingle life, without 
having it in their power to ufe the appointed re- 
medy againft them. | 
> Forbidding fuch men te marry, is as unfcriptural, 
unauthorized, and dangerous a tyranny over the 
rights and confciences of mankind, as the Pope's 
farbidding the marriage of the clergy. | 


9 thus, 
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thus, who taught that—‘* Jesus Ορρο- 
<< fed the Gop of the ews.” 

g. By ftamping zufamy on the only zz- 
fiitution and ordinance of marriage which 
‘Gop ever appointed or revealed, and 
denying its ob/igation without the fuper- 
addition of an Auman ceremony, which was 
firft made eflential to marriage by a Pope 
of Rome, the murders * of new-born - 
fants have been and are frequently occa- 
fioned, and, by this means, the deaths. 
of many women by the hands of the 
public executioner. 

το. Numbers of children are deftroyed, 
as well as women, by the wicked prac- 
tice of taking medicines to caufe abor= 
tion.— To this may be added, 

11. The many inftances of female fui- 
cide, which have happened in the -תט‎ 
{peakable moments of diftrefs and def- 
peration, when pregnant women have 


* Mr. Guthrie, Geograph. Gram. p. 185, edit. 
1776, in the account of the religion of Scotland, 
fays—‘* It is faid, that even that relic of popery, 
‘¢ the obliging fornicators of both fexes to fit upon 
> what they call 4 repenting-ftool in the church, 
*> and in full view of the congregation, begins to 
>> wearout ; it having been found, that the Scotch 
>> women, on account of that penance, were the 
%> greateft infanticides (or murderers of infants) in 
«4 the world.” 


σι 
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been bafely* 66/7666 by thofe who 
ought to have become their protection 
and defence, and thus expofed to infa- 
my and ruin —defencelefs— helplefs— 
hopelefs ! 

- Such 


0 * A recent inftance of this was in one of the pub- 
lic prints, about the latter end of July 1779. “4 
>> young woman at כ------‎ in Effex, was lately 
found drowned in a pond. The occafion of 
>> this rafh action was her being deferted by a 
> gentleman in the neighbourhood, by whom fhe 
** was pregnant.” Many fuch .initances may 
7 be found in the annals of human mi- 
ery ! | 

~The Morning Chronicle, of November 12, 17795 
furnifhes us with a record, which, though almoft 
enough to freeze the very blood of the humane 
reader, I cannot omit on this occafion. 

* >> ת()‎ the grft ult. one Hannah Hoggarth, of the 
*> townfhip of Haw/ker cum Stain/iker, in the pa- 
*> rith of Whitby, in Yorkfhire, was delivered of a 
*> male baftard-child alone. On the ad inft. her 
<< neighbours, fufpecting fhe had been fo delivered, 
*> prevailed תס‎ the officers to get a furgeon and 
*> man-midwife to examine her ; who, on the 3d 
>> went to her houfe, examined, and talked to her 
>> about fuch her delivery, which fhe, at firft, de- 
*> nied ; but on a clofer examination, fhe faid fhe 
*> had a mifcarriage, which being dead, and very 
*> fmall, fhe burnt; and would then confefs no 
>> further. On the 5th inftant the fame perfons 
>> went and examined her again, when fhe con- 
>> felled fhe had been delivered alone of a boy, 
> who crying very much, fhe, to avoid a difcovery, 
‘© took an axe, with the broad end of which fhe 
2 ἐς feveral 
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Such are the effets of worldly fifrems 


—fuch the fruits of the inventions of 
thofe who would make themfelves wa/er 
and Aolzer than the Gop who made themd 
Nor can any thing put a check on the 


*> feyeral times ftruck the infant on the head, and 
*> thereby greatly crufhed and fraCtured his fkull, 
*> and with the fharp end fhe endeavoured to cut 
% off its head; that having thus killed the child, 
“© fhe laid it under the bolfter of a bed in the 
“© room where fhe lay, until the evening, when fhe 
>> got up, took up one of the flags of the floor, and 
*> underneath it buried the child ; where it was, by 
‘© her directions, found, and the coroner made 26- 
*> quainted therewith, and fummoned a jury, who 
*> met laft Saturday afternoon, and, on examina- 
“© tion of the witnefles, found that the faid Hog- 
*> garth had murdered her child in the manner 
*> above related. Soon after the jury had left the. 
*> place, fhe took an opportunity, in the abfence 
>> of the perfon fet to watch her, to HANG HER- 
% sELF, and was quite dead before it was difco- 
‘© -vered.’? 

Whence arofe this double tragedy '—from the 
fame fource which muft account for all things of 
the fame kind—that is to fay, from the fooleries of 
pricftcraft, firft fet on foot by Pope Alexander the 
1118. and gradually brought into an article of faith 
by the fuperftition and credulity of mankind. We 
read of no fuch thing happening in I/rael; the 
motives of fear and /hame, which drove this poor: 
creature to fuch defperation, could not exift, but. 
under thofe circumftances of infamy, which the 
tyranny of cuftom has annexed to certain adions, 
without any warrant or foundation from that Jaw, 
by which we muft 007 be judged at the laft day. 

: prevalence 
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prevalence of fuch calamities, but a 16- 
. ftoration of the wHoLt—uniroRM— 
CONSISTENT—and BENEFICENT Law 
or Gop. This, and ¢his alone, is a 
remedy againft adultery, and whoredom in 
all its forms. Long and fad experience 
has fhewn us that all other /chemes, whe- 
ther of prevention or remedy, ate vain 
and chimerical, and cati no more {top 
thefe evils, than Yeroboam’s difcarding 
the law of Mofes, and fetting up the 
calves in Dan and Bethel, could fecure 
the kingdom of Ifrael to himfelf and fa-« 
mily. 

Nothing can be more pernicious to 
the purfuit and inveftigation of truth, 
than fuppofing the antiquity of an opi< 
nion is a certain proof of its /okdity, or 
that the wnzverfal reception of, or venera 
tion for, a doctrine, 18 a conclufive ar- 
gument of its ¢ruth. We have but to 
travel into China or Fapan, Mexico or 
Peru, or into. any other idolatrous coun- 
tries, and we fhall find the moft horrible 
and monttrous forgeries that Satan him- 
felf can invent, all depending on the an- 
tiquity of their eftablifhment, the an7- 
verfality of their reception, as well as of 
the veneration which is paid them. % 


us not think that we are by mature wifer 
than 
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than the inhabitants of thofe countries— 
qwe are all the children of one man, the 
naturally-engendered offspring of fallen 
Adam.—He that giveth to all life and 
breath, and all things, hath made of one 
blood all nations of men, for to dwell on all 
the face of the earth. Adts xvii. 25, 26. 
The Auman mind, like the human nature, 
is in all men and in all places abe, 
Prov. xxvii. 19. Were the people who 
are born in Mexico born among us, they 
would not be worfhippers of the idol 
Vitziputzh; were we born among them, 
we certainly fhould. The mind of fall- 
en man, having no 7/2016 tdeas of divine 
things, is impreflible by the fir? that of- 
Jer, and as he grows up, thefe grow up 
with him. Hence the Bramin is as 
much wedded to the adoration and wor- 
fhip of Vifinou, as a Papift is to the ado- 
ration and worfhip of the Virgin Mary, 
The only difference between them is, that 
the blind Heathen has been taught his re/- 
gion by thofe who have xo revelation, and 
the ignorant Chriftian has been inftruéted 
in 4is, by thofe who have perverted and 
abufed the revelation which Gop hath 
given them. Such is the human mind 
—fo fallen, fo loft to the poffeffion and 
love of truth——that it will fuffer itfelf 

פז 


] ?ו‎ 1 
to be led blindfold into the a¢knowledg- 
ment of propofitions as true, which even 
the outward fenfes demonftrate to סט‎ 1 
Witnefs the abfurd, unprofitable, felf- 
contradictory notion of ¢ran/ubftantiation, 
whole antiquity, and univerfal reception and 
veneration in the church of Rome, have 
prevailed on men to relinquifh the demon- 
{tration of their outward fenfes, and to 
embrace a /ye, though it bears its own de- 

tection upon the face of it. 

The credulity of the human mind was 
hardly ever more plainly evinced, than 
by an experiment which was tried upon 
the public about thirty years ago:—A 
certain noble Duke was converfing on this 
fubje&t with fome company at his own 
houfe, and faid—‘* He was certain that 
*> no abfurdity could be propofed, which 
**> mankind would not believe. 1 dare 
*> fay” continues he, ‘* that if it was 
advertized in the papers, that at one 
« of the theatres a man would get into 
“4. quart-bottle, the houfe would be 
> crowded.” This was thought to be 
carrying the matter too far. ‘‘ No,” faid 
his Grace, ** if you will promife to keep 
** my counfel, I will try the experi- 
** ment.” Accordingly it was announced 


in one or more of the papers, that ‘‘ at 
*> fuch 
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‘© סט‎ a theatre; on fuch an evening, a 
ἐς man, with all his c/aths.on; would 
‘© come on the flage, get into a guar 
> bottle, and there play feveral runes: on 
>> the German fiute.’ ‘The evening attiv- 
ed, the experiment fucceeded, the houfe | 
was full from top to bottom; num- 
bers tried to get places, but were’ forced 
to go away for want of room. ‘The com 
pany waited patiently a confiderable time, 
at לג[‎ they grew noify, and called; but 
in vain, for the arti/t; then they began 
to be angry and riotous, infifting on ἃ 16- 
turn of their money, which they had pad 
at going in; this was equally vain, the 
offices were all locked up, the recezvers 
decamped with a large fum, which, it 
was faid, was afterwards diftributed among 
fome public charities. 

If the human mind is capable of fuch 
impofitions as thefe, in things wherein 
the outward fenfes muft be fuppofed to be 
competent judges, what muft it not be 
capable of believing, where fpiritual and 
invifible things are the objects propofed 
to it? more efpecially when thofe objects 
are ee al before it under the venerable 
guile of piety and religion, and are recom- 
mended to its obfervance by the authority 
of ufage, cuftom, and law? 

\ a Ye Aa That 
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That there fhould be a fet of people 
who could perfuade themfelves that 
** marriage is a carnal thing, which, 
> though allowed to the ews under the 
> Old Teftament, is unlawful * for 
> Chriftians under the New Teftament” 
—that there fhould be others, who, though 
they ** allowed marriage for once to be 
>> Jawful, yet condemned αὐ fecond mar- 
5% riages as only a more fpecious and de- 
‘© corous kind of whoredom and adultery” 
—that others fhould, in the very face of 
the {cripture, hold polygamy to be a dam- 
nable + fin, and even punifh the having 
twa 


σι 
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* See Broughton, Hift. Lib. tit. Marriage. 


+ In N. Bren?’s tranflation of Polano’s Hitt. of 
the Council of Trent, p. 784, are to be found the 
following anathemas: 

x. Againft him that fhall fay, that matrimony is 
not one of the /feven facraments inftituted by 
Curist, and doth not confer grace. 

2. Or that it is lawful for Chriffians to have 
many wives at once, and that this is not for- 
bidden by any law of Gop. 

3. Or that only the degrees of affinity and confan- 
guinity exprefled in Leviticus, may nullify the 
marriage, and that the church may not add 
others, and difpenfe with fome of them. 

4. Or that the church cannot conftitute impedi- 
ments, or hath erred in conftituting them. 

5. Or that ecclefiaftics in holy orders may marry, 
as alfo all thofe who find they have not the git 

0 


] 355 [ 
2000 wives at once, which the fcriptures 
do not condemn, more feverely than the 
defiling the wives of other men, which the 
{criptures 


of chaftity, or that fhall prefer the ftate of mar- 
riage to virginity and chaftity. 

6. Or that the prohibitions of marriage in certain 
times of the year is fuperftition, or fhall con- 
demn the benedictions and other ceremonies. 

= 1 have felected thefe fynodal determinations of that 
famous Popi/h council, that the reader may be ap- 
prized of the origin of fyftematical oppofition and 
contrariety tothe divinelaw. Ab inferis ad Romam 

a Romaad nos. As to the matter of polygamy, 1 
cannot, from the hiftory of thofe times, have the 
leaft doubt of its being branded with a cuRsE on 
fuch as fhould affert its ** not being contrary to the 
*> law of Gop,” in order to make Luther, Zuing-~ 
lius, Bucer, Melanéthon, and the other reformers, 
the more odious in the fight of the world, they having 
given this as their opinion, in the bufinefs of Philip 
Landgrave of Heffe. 

I the more readily believe this, becaufe many of 
the moft celebrated Popi/h writers, as Durandus ג‎ 
St. Portian, in the 14th century—Alphon/us Toftatus, 
Bifhop of Avila, inthe 1§th century—and particu- 
larly Cardinal Cajetan, who difputed with Luther at 
Augfburg, in the 16th century—do confefs—that 
>> a plurality of wives is lawful, according to the di- 
*> vine law, ahd that it hath no indecency in it by 
ἔς the law of nature ; but it would be lawful even 
τς to priefts, unlels prakpited by the difcipline of the 
“* church” —"Fure divino uxorum pluralitatem effé lici- 
tam, idque naturali jure nullam habere indecentiam quin 
& facerdotibus hoc licitum fore, nifi ecclefiafiica probibe- 
rentur difciplina. Cardinal Bellarmine acknowledges 
the fame—Lib. 1. De Matr.c.10. See before, p. 
80. Ne 
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{criptures do condemn to capital punifb- 
ment—that the whole legiflative body 
of this kingdom fhould determine it 
to be againfi the law of Gon that a 
clerk in orders fhould marry; that this 
fhould be made felony, in both par- 
ties, as alfo in thofe who fhould only 
maintain it 20 be lawful ;—that all thefe 
things fhould gain fuch an afcendency 
over the minds of men, as, in their turns, 
to be believed as fo many folemn truths 
of religion, affords, furely, reafon enough 
for every thinking man to be upon his 
guard, and to examine well into the foun- 
dation of things before he makes them ar- 
ticles of his creed. 

When the holy fcriptures are applied 
to ina partial and defultory manner, words 
taken out of /entences—/entences from the 
entire fext—fexts wrefted from the context 
—the context from the ref of the tcrip- 
tures, and then the found of the words 


Rainold de lib. Apoc. tom. 1. praleé 4, exprefsly faith 
-- 5 Cajetanus aflerit pluralitatem uxorum nufquam 
*> a DEo prohiberi, adeoque Paulum, cum epi/copum 
vetet habere plures uxores, reliquis concedere.” 
Cayetan afferts, that a plurality of wives is no 
*> where prohibited by Gop. And therefore Paul, 
*> when he forbids a Bifhop to have a plurality of 
> wives, grants it to others.”’ See before, vol. 2 
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detached from their /enfe—matters are 
{till made worte, the deception is ftrength- 
ened by the fuppofed authority of {crip- 
ture, and Error, having counterfeited the 
feal of Truth, thus commends itfelf to 

the minds and confciences of men. 
A little before our bleffed Saviour left 
this world, He thus prayed for His di/- 
ciples—(not for them only, but for them 
alfa which fhould beheve on Him through 
their word—John xvii. 17, 20.) Sanctify 
them through Thy truth, Thy WORD IS 
TRUTH. Whatever contradicts that 
Worp mutt 06 ἃ fe, for no lye is of the 
truth. τ John .גנ‎ 21. However facred 
thefe /yes may have become, לכ‎ 8 
ef{pouting them as ¢ruths, under notions of 
purity and holine/s, yet are they of their 
Jather the Devil, who, when he fpeaketh a 
lye, fpeaketh of bis own, for he is a lyar, and 
the father of it. John viii. 44. Whatever 
will bear the ¢e# of the Hebrew {cripture, 
muft be ¢rue—but if it will not bear 
this, we may be certain it is fa//e, how- 
ever it may be dignified with the opinions 
of the, /earned and pious, or come recom- 
mended to us under the fanétion of the 
higheft human authority. I much quef= 
tion whether /uperfiition and error owe 
their afcendency over the minds of pro- 
Aa 3 fefling 
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fefling Chriftians vo any thing more, than 
to detaching the Old and New Tefta- 
ments from each other, and thus look- 
ing upon the /atter as an entire new 
fyftem, unconnected wrth, and independ- 
ent on, the former. Whereas, in truth 
and in fact, the New Teftament owes its 
whole importance and glory to the He- 
érew {criptures ; itis entirely built upon 
them ; we therefore find a conftant refe- 
rence to them throughout the whole New 
Teftament. Search the fcriptures, they 
teftify of Me. John v. 39.—For if ye had 
beheved Moses, ye would have believed Me, 
Jor he wrote of Me; but if ye beheve not 
bis writings, bow fealt ye believe My words? 
John v. 46, 47. Here, by the way, I 
would afk, how it is poflible to conceive, 
that our Lorp fhould appeal to the 
writings of Moses for the truth of what 
he fpake, if δὲς words effentially differed 
from them? They have Moses and the 
prophets, let them bear them—Luke xvi. 29. 
And in that exquifitely fine apology of: 
Paul before Agrippa, Acts xxvi. he de- 
clares, that he faid nothing in his publie 
miniftry, but what Moses and the pro- 
phets did fay fhould come to pafs. As we 
find fome of the books of the Old Tefta- 


ment refer to others preceding, fo ee 
rk , ו‎ % Νὴ 
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find the New Teftament referring itfelf 
for its authority to the Old Teftament; 
which fhews, that doth together form one 
connected fcheme, one uniform plan of 
divine wifdom and truth. The gofpel in 
the Old Teftament, and the go/pe/ in the 
New Teftament, differ only as the /hadow 
of a man upon a wall 618678 from the 
jmage of the fame perfon feen 7 0 gla/s; 
we fee the reprefentation of the /ame iden- 
tical perfon in 2020 cafes, only more dif- 
tinctly and plainly in the /atter. The 
law had a fhadow of good things to come, 
not the very image of the things. Heb. x. 1. 
But under the New Teftament, we αἱ 
with open face (the veil of 6 typical 
difpenfation being removed) behold, as in 
a Blah the glory of the Lorp. 2 Cor. 
ill. 10. 

It is ever to be remembered, and 
therefore cannot be too much οἵ too of- 
ten inculcated, that though the Brb/e 
>. 0081855 of different dooks, written at 
different and diftant times, by different 
penmen, yet one and the fame truth per- 
vades the whole; one uniform defign 
appears; nor is there, throughout, the 
jeaft appearance of a departure from it ; 
the reafon of which is, that the Au- 

Aa 4 THOR 
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THOR is one—his WILL is one—and 
therefore his worn. is one :-——the leat 
real contradiction, inconfiftency, or Va- 
tiation, muft deftroy τῆς authority of 
the whole, and leave, the 40 in full 
enjoyment of his triumph over the cre- 
dibility of the fcripture. | 

If this was more attended to and 
confidered, people. who profefs them- 
felves to be friends of revelgtion, would 
be very. cautious of. granting its. enemies 
their favourite arguments of zxcon/, ifeency 
and contradiction ; for this they certainly 
do, in allowing a.difference between the 
Old Teftament and the New in point of 
moral obligation: 1106 thinking that if 
this could once be proved, and that-the 
latter is more pure and holy than the 
former——it would fhake the credit of 
both, as the work of one and the fame 
Spirit; and perhaps we muft be led te 
give up oe in order. to. fupport the 
hha or, to be entirely, confiftent, deny 
the authority οὐ δοέό. 

Thus it was with Manes, that famous 
beretic of the third, century.—In order to 
remove the obftacles which lay in the 
way of his monftrous fyftem, which 
was a motley mixture of fome, tenes 
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ef 7/0 mixed with the ancient 
philofophy of the Perfians, in which he 
had been inftructed in his youth—and to 
_eftablith a fcheme of purity, bolimefs, and 
mortification, which, among other things, 
‘confifted in total abftinence from mare 
riage, and all comforts. which arife from 
the bonds of conjugal tendernefs-—he 
afhrmed that the Old Teftament was not 
the work of Gon, but of the prince of 
darknefs, who was fubftituted by the 
‘ews in the place of the true Gop: and 
afterwards, finding that the New Tel- 
tament would not fully anfwer the de- 
figns of this enormous 20/6, he threw 
a total difcredit on the "א‎ 
the dts of the Apoftles, and on Paul's 
Hpifiles, and fupplied their place by a 
gofpel which he pretended to. be dictated 
to him by Gop himfelf. See 0/0, 

Maclame’s edit. vol. i. 155. 2 
Another fanatic. arofe in, this century, 
whofe name was Hierax—who .main- 
tained, that ** the principal object of 
* Curist’s miniftry was, the promul- 
“ gation of a NEW LAw, more /evere 
* and perfec? than that of Mofes; and 
+ from hence he-concluded, that. the 
‘© ule of flefh, wine, wedlock, and of 
19 * things 
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* things agreeable to the outward fenfes, 
> which had been permitted under the 
*> Mo/faic difpenfation, was abfolutely pro- 
‘ hibited and abrogated by 09181." 
Mofheim. ib. 156. Mosueim alfo men- 
tions a wild /eéf, that troubled the church 
during the 12th century, which he calls 
Catharifis, ““ Their religion” fays he, 
““ refembled the doctrine of the Mani- 
>> cheans and Gnofics in many refpects ; 
*> particularly on the fubject of marriage, 
*> from which they enjoined a rigorous 
*> abftinence, as well as from wine and 
*> animal food; they moreover treated 
“ with the utmoft contempt all the 
* books of the 0/0 Teffament, but ex- 
*> preffed an high degree of veneration 
** for the New, particularly for the 
*> four gofpels.” See Mofbewm, cent. 12. 
part il. c. 5. fect. 4. , 

Many more inftances of this kind 
might eafily be mentioned, but thefe 
may fuffice to fhew, whither men may 
be led, if once imagination fets to 
work, and notions 01 re/igion are en- 
tertained, which fet the Old Tefta- 
ment and New at variance :—to main- 
tain, therefore, their uniformity, har- 
mony, and confiftency, fhould be the 

| endeayour 
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endeavour of every writer on religious 
fubjects; the moment we lofe fight of 
thefe, we mutt be loft in endlefs mazes 
of contradiction and inconfiftency—how 
can it be otherwife, if the 2006, from 
whence we muft derive the matter of 
our difcourfe, be zuconffient with it~ 

felf ? 

In vain are we a// called 1--מסקט‎ Cor. 
1. 10.--/0 fpeak the fame thing—that 
there be no aivifions among us—that we 
be perfectly joined together in the fame 
mind and in the fame judgment—if the 
facred writers of the Old and New 
Teftament are at variance—or +1 8 
faid one thing and Curist another— 
or if Gop can be fuppofed to differ 
from fimfelf;—for thefe confeauences 
cannot be avoided, if there be one 
law of lefs purity in the Old Teftament, 
and another of greater purity in the 
New Teftament. 

This latter notion has filled the 
world with more enthufiafts, fanatics, 
and mad religionifts, than convents and 
cells could contain; it has peopled de- 
farts, caves, dens, and forefts, with an- 
chorets, hermits, demoniacs, and other 
wild and gloomy mortals, who have 
reprefented human nature under fuch a 

form, 
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form, as almoft to countenance the Ma- 
nwichean notion of the creation of the world 
by the prince of darknefs. 

It were endlefs to attempt a reca- 
itulation of all the michiefs which 
ων avifen, from fetting the Old Tef- 
tament and the New at variance—and 
from contending that the oly Jaw, or 
rule of life, which Gop. revealed ‘for 
the government of the “ews, is not 
boly and pure enough for Curistr- 
ANS. | 

The condemnation of marriage, and 
other inftances of rebellion againit the 
wiflom of Gop, are but a part of 
that. /paritual wickednefs, which, through 
the prevalence of this notion, has ta- 
ken pofleffion of fo great a part of 
mankind—thole mi/chiefs which are the 
fabjects, of this: tveati/e, all flow, as has 
been before. obferved, from the fame 
principle, though they operate in a dif- 
ferent manner.—I know not that the fa- 
yatic *, who took it into his head to 
live for thirty-feven. years together on 
the top of an igh pillar, by way of 
devotion, hurt any body but himéelf, 


_ * 866. מ8‎ account of this pillar-faint, and his 
fect, 1 101. 254. 
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unlefs it were 11006 who were mad 
enough 0. follow his example :—but 
when the law of ju/fice, mercy, and 
truth (for fuch is the moral law of ate 
is laid afide, for a fyftem of the mof 
atrocious bafenefs and cruelty, which 
diffolves all marriage-contratt whatfoe- 
ver, and renders all fecurity arifing 
therefrom utterly null and void, unlefs 
ratified by Auman autbority—then laying 
afide the aw which was given by Mo- 
fes, annihilating its obligations, and fet- 
ting upa שאק‎ Jaw, not of Gon’s or- 
daining, but of man’s device, is feverely . 
felt by thofe, whofe aggravated fuffer- 
ings are the natural and infallible con- 
fequences of it. 

As for the moral law, it is founded in 
the re/ation which men bear to Gop and 
one another ; and therefore, as that re/g- 

-tion is incapable of alteration, change, 
addition, or diminution—but muft ever 
remain ove and the /ame—fo muft that ry/e 
of life and conduct, which was eftablithed 
by that law. Therefore, when our bleffed 
SAVIOUR, who came not to deftroy, but 
to magnify the law, and make it honourable, 
11. xl. 21. and this by His own perfett, 
finlefs, and moft holy obedience, even unto 
death, is fumming up the whole under 

twa 
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two general heads, which He calls the 
two great commandments of the law, He 
fays, On thefe two commandments hang (or 
depend) all the law and the prophets.— 
There zs not, sx ἐς, (not there was not in 
the days of Mo/és, but) there 1s not Now, 
any other commandment greater than thefe. | 
Matt. xxii. 40. Mark xii. 31. 

Hence, when the primitive Chri/tzans 
and Fathers took it into their heads to 
confider the New Teftament as a diftinc 


_ new fyftem of faith and manners, which 


abrogated the o/d Jaw, and fet up ἔογ 2677, 
they laid the foundation of the herefies 
and errors which have infefted the church 
of CurisT, as in other things fo with 
refpect to marriage. Had they interpreted 
what CurisT faid on the fubject of ceh- 
bacy, not by detaching the words, and 
taking them by their found, but by com- 
paring them with the Old Teftament, 
thus taking them by their /enfe, they 
would not have ftigmatized Gop’s holy 
ordinance of marriage as an impure and 
carnal thing, and accordingly have 
thought the married /efs holy and pure 
than the unmarried—they would not 
have treated it as merely allowable (much 
lefs, like the blafphemy of ‘ferome, have 
reckoned it, as fome did, among the 
4 things. 
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things gue funt per fe mala ac vitiofa) 
but as a thing commendable, yea, 4o- 
nourable in all. Heb. xiii. 1. They would 
not have raved, as they did, againft /econd 
marriages, calling them little better than 
whoredom and adultery, and holding men 
as heathens and publicans who entered into 
them ; but they would have feen in the 
Old Teftament, that when men, though 
already married, took fecond wives, fuch 
marriages were approved, blefled, owned, 
and even promoted by Gop Himfelf.— 
Thus would they have /earned not to have 
condemned the guiltlefs. In fhort, they 
_ would have feen that marriage, in all the 
forms in which it appeared in the Old 
Teftament, was an obedience to that firft 
command uttered with the 7/7 blefing 
from Heaven—Be fruitful, and multiply, 
and replenifh the earth—that their {chemes 
of celibacy, and their other reftraints of 
marriage, under notions of greater purity 
and perfection, were oppofite to that com- 
mand, and tended to the deftruGtion of 
the Auman fpecies—and that there was no 
more difference between their plans of 
feigned * chaftity, and murder, than be- 

tween 

* For, after all, the εὐχῇ, 

was but ill obferved, Wie ieee, of 
the clergy in the third century, who, to humour the 

people, 
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tween the prevention of a child’s birth, 
and deftroying it after it is born. 

Our BLEsseD SAvrowr (John viil. 44.) 
deferibes the arch-enemy of mankind, the 
Devil, as a lyar and a murderer from the 
beginning. His grand plan is the de- 
ftruction of the human fpecies. He brought 
jin and death ito the world, by being 
the father of that /ye which he induced 
our firft parents to believe, and which 
ftands recorded Gen. ili. 4. His end 
and aim has ever 106 that hour’ been 
uniformly the fame, therefore he is fitly 
ftyled in the Hebrew tongue, ABADDON 
(deftruction, perdition) and im the Greek, 
APOLLYON—the deffroyer. Rev. ix. 11. 
In how fuccefsful a manner his plans have 
been carried on, by preventing the propaga- 
tion of children, the hiftory of the church, 


people, abftained from marriage; but they did. this. 
fo as to offer no great violence to their own inclina- 
tions—for they formed connexions with thofe wo- 
men who had vowed perpetual chaflity; and it was 
an ordinary thing for an ecclefaffic to take one 
of thefe fair faints to his bed, itill under the moft 
folemn declarations, that nothing paffed that was - 
contrary to the rules of cha/fity and virtue. 6 
holy concubines were called suveioax}or by the Greeks— 
and by the Latins—Mulieres fubintroduéte. And it 
was a long time before the more pious and zealous 
of the Bifhops could entirely abolifh this practice. 
506 1 Mafbeim, 137; 138. . 
> from 
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from the days of the primitive Céri/tians 
and fathers, abundantly declares, efpe- 
cially that part of it which 2612608 the 
church of Rome. | The celibacy’ of the 
clergy hath for* many ages been univer- 
fal— millions of, men ‘and women. have 
been taught to turn’ the particular and 
occafional recommendations of a fingle life, 
into general injunctions againft marriage 
itfelf; thus changing the truth of Gop 
into a lye, forbidding to marry, and fhut- 
ting themfelves up in convents, cloifters, 
and other uncommanded retirements. 
Satan's grand plan is ftill carrying on 
among mankind, even where Prote/tant- 
if prevails, witnefs the numbers of fe- 
males, who are daily rendered unfit for 
the ends of marriage by proftitution. "This 
would not be, if the father of lyes had not 
taught us to abrogate thofe falutary and 
beneficent laws of Gop, which were en-=. 
acted. in heaven, and delivered to Mofes 
on Mount Sinai, to prevent this foul dif- 
grace, and fad deftruction of the female 
jex; and to fubftitute others, which ren- 
der it more /afe for a man to ru7zan hun- 
dred virgins, than to fleal a /ix-pence. 


* Bifhop Newton, in his ingenious and learned 
Diff. on Proph. vol. ii. p. 444, feems to date the 
prohibition of 27/0/25 marriage, by public authority, 
fo early as the council of Eliberis in Spain— 
‘Anno 105. 
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As far as this is attended with depopulation 
—which it muft be in proportion to the 
numbers of women /educed, and abandoned 
to proftitution—{o far doth Satan fucceed 
in the deftruction of the human fpecies. 
In this, and in many other ways, which 
have been mentioned in thefe volumes, doth 
the enemy of Gop and man find his ac- 
count, from the fubftitution of Auman in- 
vention in the place of DIVINE LEGISLA- 
ΤΙΟΝ ; which laft, in every part of it, the 
more clofely it is confidered, the more it 
appears calculated to obviate thofe mif- 
chiefs, and to prevent thofe calamities, 
which, as Auman nature is now conttituted, 
form fo large and fatal a part of female 
mifery. ae 
= How fo confiderable a portion of the 
Chriftian world could ever be brought, 
through a long fucceflion of ages, to ima- 
gine it poflible that @ jot or tittle of the 
DIVINE. LAW could ever pafs away—or 
that the change which hasbeen {uppofed, 
could be derived from divine authority—or 
that Gopcould be 1615 provident for the pro- 
rection and security of the weaker א‎ under 
the New-Teftament dif/penfation, than under 
that of the Old Teffament—is one of thofe 
problematical queftions, which I freely own 
to exceed all the apprehenfion which I 
am mafter of.—I therefore leave it to be 
refolved by thofe, whofe genius for the 
| 9 inexplicable, 
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inexplicable, may perhaps prompt them to 
attempt a folution of it. 

All that I can fay is, that if once we fe- 
parate the New Teftament from the Old, 
and fet it up as a diffinct /]/ explaining 
the words by the found of them, we may 
prove Curist a repealer and oppofer of 
Gop’s Jaw in mere inftances than one. AS 
for example—Luke xiv. 26.—J/ any man 
come tome, and hate not bis father and mother, 
and wife and children, and brethren and (7 
ters, yea, and his own life alfo, be cannot be 
my difciple. owever thefe words may 
found, yet, when rightly underftood, they 
are not to leflen fal duty—parental or 71 
affection—brotherly love—to weaken the 
great duty of /e//-prefervation, or to dif- 
folve the conjugal 1/0002 and affection 06- 
tween a man and his wife;—but to fhew 
that even thefe things, obligatory as they 
are in them/elves, are but of /econdary con- 
fideration, or indeed of zo confideration 
at all, when they ftand in competition 
with doing or fuffering for the glory of 
Gop, in the maintenance of 1185 1 
So ver. 33. Whofoever he be of you that 
Jorfaketh not all that he hath, he cannot be 
my dafciple—This cannot mean, confift- 
ently with other fcriptures, that a man 
cannot be a Cériftian without he leaves 
his wife and family—friends and relations, 
and throws his /ué/ance into the fea, and 

Bb 2 himfelf 


le 37% 1 
himfelf after it;—but that he is to prefer 
the cau/e of Gon, with the /ofs of all things, 
(fee Phil. iii. 7, 8.) ‘to the whole world 
(fee Matt. xvi. 26.) when ם1‎ times of 
difficulty and danger, for the ¢ruti’s fake, 
he mutt either forfake one or the other. 
This, however, is not merely a New Tefta- 
ment do&trine, or fomething impofed bya 
new law of CHRIS T— it is all to be looked 
upon as ‘an’ exemplification: of the fir) 
great commandment of the law—Thou shalt 
hive the Lorp thy Gon, with all thine 
heart, with all thy mind, abies all thy foul, 
and with all thy firength, Matt. xxii. 97. 
Mark xii. 23. Accordingly we find ex- 
amples of as eminent: martyrs under the 
Old Teftament as under the: New, as 
may be feen Dan. iti. 14—-23. Dani vi. 
το; 16. See 8110 2. Μαδόοαρεδὸς νιν “ἀπά 
vii. Heb. xi. 23, &c.—who forfook 
all for the caufe of Gov, and 000% not 
their lives even to the death. But when 
people began +0 feparate the New Tefta- 
ment from the Old, and to fet up CuristT 
as a broacher of a new /yfem, eftablithed 
on new laws, then folly, being fet at work 
by ignorance, pride, and fe H-righteoufirefiy 
began to devife plans of prety and bolnefs; 
which were to be more pure’ and perfect 
than the /ews of Gop. Hence arofe vows 
of perpetual chaftity, voluntary poverty, 
and numberlefs ל‎ gi mortifica< 
tions, 
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tions, and 16101018 of the good creatures of 
Gop, which. He hath commanded to be. re- 
ceived with thank/giving of thofe wha believe 
and know the truth, 1 Tim. iv. 3. Hence 
alfo, as has been obferved, came the difpa- 
ragement of marriage-—the condemnation 
of fecond marriages —the reprobation of po~ 
4ygamy.—Thefe things might do very well 
for fuch dwarfs in grace as Enoch—Abra- 
ham —lfaac—Facobh— David, &c.; but as 
the Chriflians began to think, that what 
they called the Chrifzan law was more holy 
and perfec? than the /aw of Mofes, fo they 
invented fchemes by which they were to 
think themfelves more holy than the be- 
lievers of o/d time, whom -they..efteemed 
to live under a lefs pure and ‘holy rule of 
fife, than what they ignorantly called the 
law of Curist. This bla/phemy againtt 
Gon’s moft holy Jaw (for it was no better) 
paffed for very exalted piety, and was a 
part of that my/lery of iniquity, which at 
length branched itfelf into fo many orders 
of monks—nuns—friars—hermits—ancho- 
vets, among the Papifis—and 10 many fa- 
natical wild /eé?s among the Proteftants, 
well defcribed by the ingenious author of 
Hudibras, where he fays— 


Religion fpawn d a various rout 
Of petulant capricious fects, 
Lhe maggots of corrupted texts. 
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Nearly allied to all this was the inven- 
tion of a number of human r7fes and cere=-_ 
monies, which were to attend upon the 
ordinances of Gop, and which in procefs 
of time began to be miftaken for the or- 
dinances themfelves, or at leaft 0 1 
a part of them, as that the ordimances 
were looked upon as nothing without them. 
Baptifin, which fimply confitted in dipping 
a perfon in water, or pourmg water upon 
them, in the name of the ever-bleffed TRI- 
NITY, was to be accompanied with rites 
of human invention, and ceremonies of 
man’s device, or elfe it was good for no- 
thing—fuch as anointing—prayers—impo-~ 

fition of hands—the fign of the crofs—ex- 
orcifn—falt—fpittle—and certain /ureties 
called godfathers and godmothers.—So the 
facrament of the Lord’s Supper, as fimple 
an inftitution as the other, and confifted 
in cating bread and drinking wine in re- 
membrance of Curistv’s death and /facri- 
fice, was loaded with rites and ceremonies, 
by which, in procefs of time, a piece of 
wafer was {uppofed to become the fle/h— 
bones—body—and blood of a man, firft to 
be worfhipped and then eaten. No marvel 
then that marriage, when the Popifh vi- 
fionary, Peter Lombard, had found it out 
to be ἃ facrament, and Pope Innocent III. 
threw the adminiftration of it into the 


hands 
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hands of the 270/25 fhould alfo have ce- 


remonies invented and annexed to it, 
which, by degrees, wrought upon the 
credulity and fuperftition of the people, fo 
as to obfcure the rea/ nature of the z/f- 
tution, as ordained of Gop, be put in its 
place, and, in length of time, be mif- 
taken for the thing itfelf. Superfiztion is 
always ready to give an helping hand to 
fuch fort of things, by obtaining the 
- fanction of cu/fom for their fupport. Still 
the ordinances of Gop are juft the fame 
zn themfelves and 4y themfelves, as well 
as in their validity, operation, and effedt ; 
they are not added to in thefe refpects by 
the znventions of men, nor diminifbed by the 
qwant of them. What was baptifn when 
CuristT ordained it, zs daptifm ftill— 
what was the facrament of the Lord’s 
Supper, is Tall the fame—and that which 
made a woman a man’s wife, when it was 
faid—they fhall be one “οι, makes her fo 
at this moment, and w// do to the end of 
the world.—This is clearly laid down in 
the New Teftament, as well as in the Old 
Teftament, by Curist, Matt. xix. 6. and 
St. Paul, 1 Cor. vi. 16. See before, vol. i. 
p.18. The various alterations which the 
JSuperfiition of fome have introduced into 
thefe matters, and which the credulity of 
others have received, {till leave the ¢hngs 

Bb 4 themfelves 
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themfelves +)גו[‎ as they were. Though the. 
Pope denies the cup to the laity—though 

he ftrikes out the /econd commandment of 
the decalogue, and divides the tenth into 
100, in. order to make קט‎ the number 
ten—though he, or any. other earthly 
power, fhould invent a ceremony, with- 
out the obfervance of which a// marriage 
is null and vord—though they fhould va- 
cate marriage on account of impediments of 
their own devifing —{tullall this only proves 
the height of human pride and prefump+ 
tion—the ordinances and commandments 
of Gop are juft what they were, and are 
equally binding οἱ every man’s confcience 
in the fight of Gov. As a man. who 
makes. to himfelf a graven mage, and 
bows down before it and: worfhips, falls 
as much under the condemnation. of the 
fecond commandment, though it be left 
out of the: decalogue by the authority of 
man, as if it had been retained; 10 a 
man, who, on Suman authority, can ima- 
gine himfelf to be at liberty to forjake the 
virgin which he has taken, becaufe he Sas 
not—7// not—or can not go to a church 

with her, and hear ἃ. form of words of 
man's device red over him by a prieff, 8 

as great a finner in the fight of Gop, as 
if he had done fuch a thing the very mo- 

ment after hearing Mo/és pronounce thofe 

laws, Exod. xxii. 16, and Deut. .אא‎ 

28, 29s 
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28, 29, ‘which pofitively forbid it, and 
which neither man‘ nor ange! can invali- 

date the force and obligation of. ~~ 
That the obfervance of thefe laws muft 
be attended, in fome inftances, with 20- 
/ygamy, is certain. The all-wife legiflator 
muft forefee this, as nothing can be 
hidden from Him—yet no exception, no 
qualifying claufe, no reftri¢tion, is found 
in thefe laws as to the circumftances or 
fituation of the man; and that no fuch 
thing was intended, appears, not only from 
the conftru€tion of the Hebrew words 
/?--כי איש--‎ any man—but alfo from 
the evident care which is taken of the ho- 
nour of the /eventh commandment, by 
adding the words תסם---לא ארשה‎ defpon- 
fata—not betrothed—to the defcription of 
the damfe/.—Some fuch exception mutt 
certainly have been found with regard to 
the man, if the honour of that Jaw had 
been endangered by polygamy on. his fide, 
as on the fide of the woman. Another 
reafon why no exception is made, is, the 
apparent objects of thefe laws themfelves 
—-which were, to fecure the validity and 
obligation of the marriage ordinance, fo 
that no man, fhould put away and aban- 
don the virgi he had taken; thus alfo to 
fecure and protect the weaker א‎ from 
fedution and dereliction, confequently 
from proftitution; thus to prevent whore- 
dons 
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dom and fornication, and all other evils 
arifing from wanton and caufelefs 4- 
vorces. But even polygamy itfelf was re- 
-gulated and ‘circumfcribed: it did not 
follow that a man might take any num- 
ber of wives he pleafed, becaufe he might 
take more than one. The maintenance 
and provifion, as well as the due communi- 
cation of bis perfon, (called by Mofes ענה‎ 
—duty of marriage, Exod. xxi. 10. and 
by St. Paul, 1 Cor. vii. 3. ᾿Οφειλομενὴν 
᾿Ευνοιαν--- due benevolence) were not to be 
withdrawn from any ἄγ or preceding 
wife; fo that much depended on the cir- 
cumftances of the man.—All beyond * 


* Doubtlefs in this, as in all things elfe, which, 
however Jawful or innocent in themfelves, may be- 
come finful by abufe and excefs, we may fay with 
Horace— | 


Eft modus in rebus—funt certi denique fines, 
Quos ultra citraque nequit confiftere rectum. 


Some certain mean in all things may be found, 

‘To mark our virtues, and our vices bound. 
/ FRANCIS. 

That polygamy 15 lawful in it/elf, and in many cafes 
ae (fee before, p. 192, 193, n.) in fome duty 
(fee vol. i. 268, n. 297—8.) none can deny, who 
will yield to the teftimony of the fcripture, and 
plain matter of fact. But where it is entered upon 
with no other view than to pamper the appetite, and 
to indulge a love of variety, it degenerates into 
_evil; and feems to be to marriage, what gluttony and 
drunkennefs, and. excefs of apparel, are to food and 
raiment—a finful, becaufe a forbidden, 2/0/27 of law- 
ful and neceflary things. See before vol, 1. preface, 
XXii. Xxiii, and this vol. p. 324 and ἢ. 

| this 
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this was called multiplying wives, and, 
like other unreafonable excefles, forbid- 
den even to perfons of royal dignity. 
Deut. xvii. 16, 17. What Solomon fuf- 
fered for his neglect of this law, may be 
feen, 1 Kings ΧΙ. 1—14. 

I have faid fo much on this fubject of 
polygamy, becaufe it is fo little underftood, 
owing to its being taken for granted to 
be finful, becaufe every body is taught to 
believe fo, though the reafon of this be- 
lief is not to be found in Gop’s word, 
but in the imaginations of people, who 
derive their notions upon the fubject 
from prejudice and vulgar error, jut as 
the Papi/ts do their notions of purgatory 
or praying to faints. However, it is highly 
neceflary that every part of the drvine 
plan for regulating the commerce of the 
fexes fhould be confidered upon the foot- 
ing of the 0/0/06 Jaw, that all ftumbling- 
blocks may be removed out of the way 
of that retributive uftice 10 ftrongly com- 
manded in that law to every man,and there~ 
fore which every man owes to the virgin 
which he has once received into his poffe/~ 
fion. Declaring polygamy to be afin, that 
it is a tran/greffion of the law, when there is 
no* law againit it, is, to fay the leaft 


* Where no law is, there is no tran[zreffion. Rom. 
.טג‎ 15. Sin is not imputed when there is no law. 
Rom, v, 12. | 

of 
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of it,.an horrid and unwarranted piece of 
‘prefumption, and is attended with thefe 
mifchiefs among many others—It fur- 
10108 the man who has xo confeience, 
with a ready excufe for leaving to diftrefs, 
proftitution, and ruin, the helplefs objec 
of his brutal Juft—And it deters the man 
who has fome confeience, from thinking it 
his duty to maintain, protect, and provide 
for as a wife, the woman whom he has 
made fo in the fight of Gop, and whom, 
if ever it be in his power, he ought to 
make fo in the fight of the world. Whereas 
the aw of Gop; the only criterion of 
good and evil, leaves the former’ without 
all excufe for mot doing, and the /atter 
without all fear of doing, what, if done in 
every cafe, would fave thoufands from ruin 
both-in 22 world and in the vex. 

- To maintain this,-1s to maintain the 
word of Gop—to contend for the faith 
once dehvered to the faints—to defend the 
bulwarks of female fecurity—to throw 
down the ffrong holds of feduction, de- 
bauchery, and proftitution—and, by fap- 
ping the foundation, to demolifh the 
whole fabric of adultery, whoredom, and. 
fornication; which are all Supported, as well 
as built, by fyftems of human’ invention 
—policy of man’s device—and maxims 
of worldly wifdom. But again let me fay, 
be it remembered—she wifdom of hs 

WO? ἰ 
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world is foolifhne/s with Gov. 1 Core 


lil. 19. | ᾿ 
מ‎ whofe-foever hands thefe papers, 
may come, I muft at the end, as at the des 
ginning, enjoin the reader to take his Bibk, 
and examine thoroughly into the truth of 
what has been faid—to weigh it in the 
balance of the fanctuary—to 106 no preju- 
dice or pre-conceived opinion (if poflible} 
biafs his judgment—no traditions of men 
ufurp the place of Gop’s commands within 
his confcience—no popular opinion plead, 
from its antiquity, a right to. deceive his 
underftanding—remembering that it is 
written—-Let Gop be true, but every man 
a lyar, Rom., iii. 4. ‘Therefore, not- 
withitanding all the plaufidle and feem- 
ingly pious objections, which human 
pride can‘devife and raife, againft Gop’s 
difpenfations, and all the beft-connected 
plans, which human wit and wifdom can 
oppofe to that uniform and holy fyftem of 
moral government over men’sactions, which 
is revealed in the Bzd/e—as well as all 
the inventions of uncommanded rifes and 
ceremonies, which have ob/cured, and even 
made of none effect, the fimple ordinances 
of Gop—tftill Gop will he juftified in His 
Sayings, and clear when He is judged. Rom. 
11. 4. He will deftroy the wifdom of the 
wife, and bring to nothing the underftand- 
| | ing 
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wig of the prudent. 1 Cor. i. 19; and it 
will appear at that day, that what is 
bighly efteemed among men, ἐς abomination in 
the fight of Gop. Luke xvi. τς. 

By this time, it is to be hoped, that 
the reader will give the author credit, for 
having confidered the foregoing fubjects, 
not in a light, hafty, defultory, or care- 
lefs manner, but with all the diligence 
and ability of which He is capable. The 
author for himfelf can truly fay, that he 
hath not wilfully overlooked the divine 
teftimony on either fide of the queftion, 
but hath faithfully tranfcribed what he 
apprehends to be the mind and will of 
Gop, as revealed in fcripture, on every 
fubje&t which has been confidered. Not- = 
withftanding which, if he could fuppofe 
that fecond caufes were at the difpofal of 
ignorance, fuperftition, vulgar error, and 
inveterate prejudice, he could expeé little 
more than to adopt the complaint in If, 
xlix. 4. I have laboured in vain, I have 
pent my firength for nought and in vain.— 
But when he looks 2/0060, and recollects 
by whofe power and providenceit was, that 
thofe very ¢ruths of {cripture, for maintain- 
ing of which Wicklife's bones, and + Bucer’s 

Looks, 

+ Bucer died at Cambridge anno 1551, and was 


buried with the higheft folemnities that could be 
ו‎ deviled. 
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books, were publicly and ignominioufly 
burnt, and. hundreds of the wifeft and 
beft of men were committed to the flames, 
are now the flandards of our national faith 
—when he recollects, that being a dzgamift, 
or twice fucceflively to be married, was 
once infamous, but now honourable—that 
for a clergyman to marry at all was, a little 
more than two hundred years ago, felony* 
both in the man and wife—but that now 
the truth of fcripture prevails, and mar- 


riage is honourable in ALL—when he 
reflects 


devifed. In1557 his body was dug up, and burnt, 
together with that of Fagius, for here/y—and the 
very churches, where they had been buried, laid 
under an interdid. | 

Another proof this, of the wi/dom and ability of 
HUMAN OPINION! = 

See Burnet Hift. Ref. vol. ii. 163, 345. 


* The words of this moft horrible law, 31 H. VIII. 
c. 14. are—** or any man which is or hath been 
*> ג‎ prief, do carnally ufe any woman, to whom 
>> he is or hath been married, or with whom he 
> hath contracted matrimony, or openly be con- 
> verfant or familiar with any fuch woman, both 
“ὁ the man and the woman fhall be adjudged felons.” 
Let us fuppofe a prief indicted on this ftatute— 
he is arraigned, and pleads ot guilty. In the courfe 
of the trial it comes out, that the woman in quef- 
tion is a common harlot; his intimacy with her is 
proved, but xo marriage.—He mutt be acquitted.—So 
if the woman was proved to be only the wife of another 
man.—Here whoredom or adultery, fairly proved, 
would have faved the man’s life—marriage would 
have deftroyed it. 
On 


~ a 
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reflects that’ if any taught their chil- 
+6 מ476‎ the Lorp’s’ Prayer—the’ Ten 
τς Comimandments—-and Apofiles Creed, in 
+ the'vulgar tongue; it was crime enough 
0 bring them to.the flake, as’ it did 

‘“Axmen and a'woman at Coventry, in the 
‘© paffion-=week, 1519.” — (Sees Burnet 
Hitt. “Ref. vol. 1. Ῥ. g1.)—-but that 
now, א 6 תס‎ of our children, a 
folemn‘ charge is given to the {ponfors, 
that—** they chiefly provide 9 that’ the 
>> children may learn the Creed—the 
>> LorpD’ s Prayer—and the Ten Command- 
*> ments, in the vulgar tongue’—I fay, 
when the author refle¢ts on’ thefe and 
many other inftances of the like kind, he 
owns himfelf inclined to adopt the advice 


On the fame כ‎ le us argue as to an 
indictment for bigamy on r Jac. 6. 11. where the 
{aid peceadillos of whoredom or adultery would ideas. 
befriend the prifoner. 

Then let us afk ו‎ bales ae וופטוע‎ 6 ὃν 
moreconformable to Gop’s /aw, this is than the other? 

This age has learned to look upon the γέ, of 
the above laws with indignation and juft abhorrence 
—as no doubt future ages, if the world grows wiferjas 
it grows alder, will look upon the fecond. 

Be j it remembered, that, 1n both cafes, the man 
is indicted as a capital offender—his /fe put in 
jeopardy for fuppofed crimes, which the divine law 
no where condemns—and that his life is faved, by 
only having committed one or other of what are δας 
pital offences by the law of Heaven—or by claiming 
the benefit of clergy if convicted, 
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of the wifeft of the fons of men—Eccl. 
xi. 1.—Caft thy bread upon the waters, for 
thou fhalt find it after many days;—and not 
to be without hope that a day may come 
—when adultery—which, though it be 
the moft malignant {pecies of robbery, does. 
not amount with us to the guilt of a petty 
larceny—will become terribleeven tothink 
of, much more fo to perpetrate, when 
men cannot indulge their ga//antry but at 
the peril of their lives. A time may alfo 
come, when feduction, proftitution, and 
= the ruin of the weaker fex, fhall be put a 
{top to, by our adopting the falutary pro- 
vifions of the divine law—when child-mur- 
der, female fuicide, and all the other dif- 
mal effects of men’s villainy, falfhood, 
and treachery, fhall be prevented—when 
fear and f/hame thall no longer be the con- 
comitants of 620 כ‎ 5 own ordinance, but the 
magiftrate, as in I/rae/, be armed with a 
fufficient power to enforce a public recog- 
nition of it:—then will marriage be pro- 
moted— population incteafed —Gop ho- 
houred—millions faved from deftruction! 
To recommend all this is the pur- 
pofe of thefe pages.—As for the Au- 
thor—Modo hac tibi, lector Chriftiane, 
ufur pint, quemvis authorem fingito—All 
that remains for him, is, to endeavour 
not to be mufunderfiood. We therefore 
“Moz. 1]. oC defires 
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defires to conclude, with explaining him- 
felf, as to thofe rrrors, which ap- 
pear to him to refult from the prefent /y/-. 
fem of things, and which, therefore, he 
would wifh to be rectified in the appre- 
henfions of mankind. | 


| ne 
That the Gop and Creator of all 
things is not the /2 legillative power, 
with refpect to the moral actions of His 
reafonable.creatures, as they relateto Him- 
SELF.— Therefore, 
/ 2 
> 'That the laws, cuftoms, and inventions 
of men, are to fuperfede, and fet afide, 
the obligations of the 0/0/06 /aw.—There- 
fore, 


That marriage is bap that which Gop’s | 
law makes it, but that which has been 
eftablithed by the authority of the church 
of Rome—adopted by Proteffants--and 
confirmed by aé of Parhament.—There-. 
fore, ‘ 

| δὲ | 
| 5 The feduction, &c. of virgins creates no. 
legal obligation in the man to marry, or 
to provide for them in any wife, unlefs 
an buman ceremony be performed :-~on the 
contrary, they are to be reputed InFA- 


mMous—and, under thetemptations of fear. 
| | and 
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and /hame, be reduced to the horrid and 
unnatural barbarity of either murdering 
their infants, in order to concealment, 
thus expofing their own lives to the 
hands of the public executioner—or, 
with the lofs of friends and reputation, 
be driven as vagabonds on the face of 
the earth; to feek a wretched main- 
tenance in common proffitution, and 
thus incur all the confequences of dif- 
6410, mifery, ruin, and deftruction :— 
while the men, who are the guilty and 
inhuman authors of their calamities, 
are under no refponfibility or obliga- 
tion whatfoever. — 


The releafing and abfolving men front 
their promifes, vows, and even oaths, fo 
that no private contract of marriage, 
though ** becoming matrimony by con- 
<¢ fummation” (fee vol. i. p. 30. and 
vol. il. p. 56.) fhall be binding—to the 
great difhonour of Almighty Gop—in 
defiance of his laws—and to expofing 
numbers of the female fex to ruin and de- 
ftruction. And this by, 

4 6 , 


Adding impediments, and laying dif- 
ficulties in the way of marriage, which 
are not warranted by the naw of Gop. 

| ον .ל‎ ἂν 
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That adultery, cre a ₪ offence 
by the law of Gop, fubjects neither 
party to any indictment or profecution 
whatioever, in any of our courts of 
criminal judicature; and is of lefs pe- 
nal confequence to the guilty partiee 
than the ftealing a i -א‎ Σ 


It being held no -- of divorce ΓΝ 
_ the bond of matrimony, without an ad of 

parliament, none but the rich can do 
themfelves juftice, or be at liberty to re- 
fort to that remedy, to which they are 
intitled by mature, reafon, and fcripture. 
— Therefore, 


9. 
It may be, a doubtlefs is, the fate 
of numbers of injured hufbands, either 
to cohabit with adulterous wives—or to 
be reduced to all the zuconveniences and: 
temptations of a jingle fate, without be- 
ing able to help themfelves; and at the 
fame time to all the duraens cate inconve- 
niences of a married fiate, yet unavoidably 
deprived of all the comforts of it—to the 
grievous and irremediable diftrefs of the 
injured. 


10. 
That polygamy is againft the law of 
Gop— 
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Gop—or, ‘‘ though allowed to the Fews 
«under the /aw—yet is in no cafe 
** lawful to Chriffians under the go/pel.” 
By our Jaw it is totally and indifcrimi- 
nately prohibited, on 20/0 of death.— 
Hence it follows, that nen who are 
once married, though deprived utterly 
of the ends and benefits of marriage, by 
barrennefs, diftemper of mind, or difeafe 
of Jody, in their wives—or unavoidably 
compelled to /eparation, by the moft rea- 
fonable and juftifiable caufes—muft be 
content to fubmit to all the inconveni- 
ences of ce/ibacy—whether it be to the 
extinction of their families, which is one 
means of depopulation, or, the being ex- 
pofed to all the temptations to vice 
which attend an wnmarried ftate, and 
to all their dreadful confequences, ra- 
ther than break through the laws which 
men have impofed on them, by ufing the 
remedy to which they are intitled by the 
law of Gop. See before, p. 193 n, 


> Thefe, and many other confequences 
of our prefent fyfem which regards the 
commerce of the fexes, equally dangerous 
to the peace, happinefs, comfort, and 
welfare of fociety, as well as deftrudtive, 
more efpecially to the qweaker (ὄχ, and 
difhonourable to the government of the 

4 world, 
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world, as eftablifhed by the 0/0/70 Legifla~ 
for at Mount Sinai, are what, from vifi- 
ble and daily proofs, the author appre- 
hends, call loudly for reformation. This 
on the 20/2 of that wife, boly, uniform, 
and contiftent fyftem of moral govern- 
ment, which was not made for the righte- 
ous, (1. 6. for man in a ftate of innocence 
and perfection) but for the /200 and 
difobedient, &c. (1 Tim.i. g.) i. 6. for 
mankind in a fallen and corrupted 
ftate—and therefore neceflarily contain- 
ing many pofitive precepts, which are 
wifely contrived to obviate the fad 
confequences of thofe evils, which, in 
a ftate of innocence and perfection, could 
not have exifted. 

To. point out thefe defects—to fet 
forth their remedy on the evidence of 
DIVINE REVELATION—to recommend 
the whole to the moft ferious confi- 
deration of αἱ men, but more efpeci- 
ally to the /egiflative powers—is the au- 
thor’s real defign. 

How this has been executed, is left 
to the reader to determine. 

5 As for favour, the author afes none. 
If what he hath written be contrary 
to the daw of Gop—he deferves it not— 
If, on the contrary, what hath been 

fubmitted 
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fubmitted to the reader, be agreeable 
to the dvine LAW and TESTIMONY— 
the author puts himfelf entirely out of 
the queftion; and as for critics, cavil- 
lers, objectors, and ‘difputers of this world 
—whether they be of the fect of the 
606588 who fay there 1s no refur- 
reétion, neither angel nor fpirit—or of 
the 166% of ‘the 24218088, who con- 
Ses both—but prefer tradition to {crip- 
ture— : 
Quid curet LuNA latratus canum 4 


Which, if the reader pleafes, he may 
thus paraphrafe— 


As when, with radiant majefty, the Moon, 

In-her full orb, afcends her higheft noon, 

The bark of dogs, and howl of wolves, in vain 
Infult the glories of her peerlefs reign: 

Thus, beaming forth from ScRIPTURE’S holy. page, 
Tho’ fcoffers cavil and oppofers rage, 

¥ix’d in its facred orb, ΤῊΣ TRuTH will fhine, 
Ever be GLor1ous—ever ‘be DIVINE. 


I conclude the whole, with recom- 
mending to the reader's ferious recol- 
leGtion and meditation, that moft fo- 
lemn, moft noble, and moft fublime 
tefimony, which 105285, THE MAN עס‎ 
Gop, under the immediate im/piration 
of the Hoty Sprrit, bare to the ho- 

Ὁ Α ΓΟ _ linefs 
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linefs, perfection, purity, and tranfcen- 


dent excellency of the Law or Jrno-~ 
VAH. | 


| DeEuT. iv. 5. &c. 

Behold, I have taught you ftatutes and 
judgments, even as the Lorp my Gop 
commanded me, that ye fhould do fo im 
the land whither ye go to 20/06 it. 
Keep, therefore, and do them; for this 
1s ‘your 7/0002 and your underftanding 
in the fight of the nations: which fhall 
hear ALL THESE STATUTES, and fay, 
Surely this great nation is a wife and 
underfianding people. For what nation is 
there fo great, who hath a Gov fo 
nigh unto them, as THE LORD OUR 
Gop is, in all things that we call upon 
Bim for? And what nation is there fo 
great, that hath STATUTES AND -6פט[‎ 
MENTS SO RIGHTEOUS, as ALL THIS 


Law which I fet before you this day ? 


APPEN- 
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APPENDIX, ΝΟ]. 


Referred to vol. 1. p. III. 


In which the cafe of Hannah—1 Sam. i.— 
is more particularly confidered. 


5 I thould be forry to 26 48 
myfelf, fo I fhould be equally 
anxious not to miflead others, with ref{pect 
to any fcripture quoted, referred to, or 
explained in the foregoing pages, and fo 
many of which have been employed to 
prove that polygamy is neither againft any 
law given before the Szmaz-covenant, nor 
againit any law then delivered; confe- 
quently, is. not /fnful—for _/in is not imputed 
where there is no law—and where there is no 
law there is no tranfgrefion. Rom. v. 13. 

17+ מש‎ 
neg proof of Gop’s own fentiments 
on the matter, I have produced the ftrik- 
ing inftance of Elkanah the Levite, and 
his fwo wives, Peninnah and Hannah; and 
by confidering Hannah as taken after, 
and in the life-time of Peninnah, have 
drawn arguments, which appear to me 
conclufive, with regard to the main point, 
viz. that if polygamy was a tranfgreffion 
of 


[394 J 


of the original inftitution of marriage—of 
the feventh commandment—or of any other 
pofitive law of Gop, it is highly unrea- 
fonable and abfurd to fuppofe, that Gop 
fhould fo fignally 0/0, and own it as 
lawful, in fo many inftances, and parti- 
cularly in that of Hannab.—But I find it 
is an ufual opinion, and that feveral com- 
mentators rather feem to embrace it, that 
Peninnabh was the fecond wife, and Hannab 
the firfi; 1 have the more earneftly and 
more diligently examined the whole -41כן‎ 
fage, as willing to retract what I have 
faid if it be fale, as to abide by it if it 
be frue. 

The ground on which the opinion 
that Hannah was the firf wife is built, 
is a very uncertain one, τῶ. that * (06 zs 


>> ἃ named 1.7 1 Sam. i. 2. But the 
| very 


* The Hebrew ושנית--65פשי‎ NMN—though they 
may be rendered firf? and /fecond, yet are fo fre- 
quently ufed for ove and the other (as in our tranf- 
lation) that nothing conclufive can be gathered: 
from them in this place. See Exod. i. 15. Numb. 
xi. 26. Ruthi. 4. 2 Sam. iv. 2. The beft way of 
confidering the matter, is to advert to the whole of 
the following context; in which it appears, from 
many circumftances, that Hannah was the /fecond 
or. after-taken wife. ן‎ 
And indeed there is a very natural and obvious 


reafon why Hannah, though the /econd-taken wife, 
fhould 
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very next fentence furnifhes us with juft 
as good a reafon for fuppofing Hannah 
was the fecond, for there Peninnah ftands 
jirft— And Peninnah had children, but 
Hannah had no children :—and the reafon 
fill grows ftronger for fuppofing Pe- 
ninnah to be firft, ver. 4. for there fhe is 
not only mentioned /i7/?, but has the pre- 
cedency of a firff wife given her by her 
hufband Elkanah, who ferved her firft of 
the peace-offerings:—And when the time™ 
was come that Elkanah offered, be gave to 
Peninnah his wife, and to all her fons and 
daughters, portions; but +0 Hannab he gave 
amore worthy portion, for he loved Hannab ; 
1. e. fhe was his favourite, as Rachel was 
‘facob’s, Gen. xxix. 10. The cuftom of 
placing the εὐ fir/? was very antient, as 
we find, Gen. xliil. 33. And they fet be- 
Fore him, the eldeft according to bis. birth- 


fhould yet be named fir? in the beginning of the 
hiftory—becaufe the fubfequent parts of it principally 
relate to her and her fon Samuel. 
For a like reafon we may fuppofe Shem to be men- 
tioned firft of the fons of Noah—Gen. x. 1.—though 
not the eldeft, Shem and his defcendents being the 
chief fubject of the /acred hifiory. | 
So 200/22 is commonly placed before Aaron 
(though three years younger) wherefoever they are 
named together, Ado/es being the principal perfon 


treated of. 


right, 
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right, and the youngeft according to bis 
youth—and he took and fent meffes to them 
Srom before him; but Benjamin's was five 
times as much as any of theirs. Benjamin 
was diftinguifhed as the favourite of his 
brother ‘fo/eph, tho’ younger than all the 
reft; fo was Hannah, the youngeft or 
after-taken wife, diftinguifhed as the fa- 
vourite of 00002, and though, as 
youngeft, helped after Peninnah, and ber 
fons and daughters, yet had a larger /hare, 
or, as it is mentioned in the margin, a 
double portion. This is our tranflation ; 
but the words מנה אחת אפים‎ literally 
fignify—** a piece, part, or portion of the 
roafied meat’ —fome more choice part, we 
may fuppofe, which he had referved for her. 
Elkanabh’s love, and preference of Hannah 
in his affections, would hardly have 101- 
fered him to place her after Peninnah, if 
Hannah [80 not been the youngeft and 
after-taken wife; any more than To/eph’s 
affection to Benjamin would have fuffered 
him to have placed him below the reft 
of his brethren, had it not been againit 
all rule to have done otherwife. 

But if we look more deeply into this 
fcripture, we may gather from 1100000 2 
jong, chap. ii. 1—10, a certain proof 
that Hannah was the fecond wife. The 


Jong 
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fong itfelf is evidently prophetical, it treats 
upon the fame fubject as that of the V7r- 

> gin Mary, which is recorded Luke i. 
46—54; and thefe two wives of Elkanah, 

are {poken of as typical of what fhould 

come to pafs in the latter days, when the 

“fews, the e/der profefling people of Gon, 

and who drought forth profefling children, 

fhould become darren, and the poor barren 

Gentiles become fruitful. Hannah fays, 

chap. 11. 5. Lhe barren hath borne feven, 

and fhe that hath many children ts waxed 

feeble. Aclear prophecy of the rejection 
of the Yews, and the calling of the Gen- 

tiles, the former typified by Penznnah, and 

the /atter by Hannah. So 16. liv. 1.—al- 

luding to the tame interefting and wonder- 

ful events—fays, Sing, O barren, thou that 

didft not bear ; break forth into fjinging, and 
cry aloud, thou that didft not travail with 
child; for more are the children of the 00/0- 

late, than the children of the married wife, 
faith the Lord. In this view of the 
matter, Hannah mutt certainly be the 

fecond wife, as the Gentiles were called 
fubfequently to the של‎ or elfe the 

whole fimilitude of this prophetical tranf- 

action, as to the fulfilment of it, in the 
rejection of the שק"‎ and calling of the’ 

Gentiles, is deftroyed at once. | 

For 
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For all thefe reafons, it is furely mani+ 
feft, that Peninnah, who was a figure of 
the Yews, was the jfirft-taken wife, and 
that Hannab, who was a figure of the 
Gentile church, was the fecond in point of 
time. Nor is it likely that Elkanah, hay- 
ing a wife whom he liked better, fhould 
take another he liked worfe.-—The contrary 
is very probable. 

That Hannah fhould delay her anxious 
requefts for a child, till after a fecond 
wife had been taken by her hufband, and 
till by this fecond he had fons and daugh- 
ters * grown up, 15 inconceivable; but that 
Peninnab, the firft wife, who had left off 
breeding (fee chap. 11. 5, latter part)—full 
of rage, and jealoufy, and indignation, 
from obferving 12/0000 5 partiality to an 
after-taken wife—fhould become her bitter 
adverfary—t{ay every thing to vex her, 
with bitter taunts upon the fubject of her 


* By ver. 4, where it is faid, that, when the time 
was that Elkanah offered, he gave to Peninnah his 
wife, and to ALL her fons and daughters, portions— 
it fhould appear that Peninnah had brought him many 
children. Comp. chap. ii. 5.—Their being grown 
up, may be gathered from their attendance on the. 
tabernacle, and partaking of the facrifices, and this. 
for feveral years together, as may be gathered from 
ver. 7.—And as he did --שנה בשנה--0‎ Anno in anna. 
Mont. Annuatim. Pagn. Year by year. Eng. Trant. 


3 barrenne/s 
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barrennefs (which was reckoned a matter 
of difgrace among the Yewih women) 
and thus afflict and grieve her, ‘till, in 
the forrow, grief, and anguith of her {pirit, 
fhe prayed earneftly to have Ler reproach 
taken away (fee Gen. xxx. 23.) is furely 
the plain, obvious, natural fenfe of the 
hiftory. Something like this may 6 
fuppoied to have happened between Leah 
and Rachel, Gen. .%אא‎ 15, 22, 23. 

But let us fuppofe, for argument’s fake, 
what, for the reafons above mentioned, 
can never be allowed, that Hannah was 
the elder wife, ftill the hiftory affords a 
very conclufive proof that polygamy is no 
tranfzreffion of any law of Gov, therefore 
no fin. Elkanah was a Levite, who came 
up to worfhip and facrifice to the Lorn, 
probably peace-offerings, which were wont 
to accompany others at the great fe/fivals, 
all of which—except the fat, which was 
burnt upon the altar, and the breaff and 
right fhoulder, which belonged to she 
pricfis—belonged to him that offered them; 
with the reft the facrificer made a feaft * 
for Limfelf, his family, and friends, giving 
to every one a portion of the facrifice.—~ 


But no one could offer, or 720 upon the 


* See Deut. xii. 12. xvi. 11 2 Sam. vi. 18, Fg. 
facrifices, 
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146118008, unlefs he was clean, on pain of 
being cut off from his people. Lev. vii. 
20, 21. Hence we hear Sau/ accounting 
for David's abfence from the feaft, on the 
offerings at the new moon. 1 Sam. xx. 26. 
The touch of any thing that was unclean, 
or having fome bodily diforder upon him, 
fuch as the /epro/y, and the like, rendered 
aman unclean, fo that he could neither 
offer, or feaft upon the offerings. But what 
שמת‎ have become of that man, whofe 
moral uncleannefs muft have been what 
Elkanah’s was, if he could be deemed to 
live in adultery? for that he certainly 
did, if polygamy was a fin againft the /- 
venth commandment. Could he have come 
up, year after year, to worfhip and to 
facrifice to JEHovaH, under fuch a ftate 
of moral defilement and uncleannefs ἢ 
Could he have found 21601186 and accept- 
ance, while in the fink of moral filth and 
pollution? Hophnt and Phineas, Eh’s 
two fons, were both cut off in one 
day, for the abufe of the offerings of 
Gop, and for their uncleanne({s, 1 Sam. ii. 
17, 22, 343; but E/kanab remains in his, 
accepted of Gop, and happy in. being 
16160 with a fox (and fuch a fox as Sa- 
muel) by miracle. Again, what was Pe- 
ninnah ? a partaker, a partner, in E/ka- 

700 8 
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nab’s iniquity, if their marriage was un- 
lawful.—What were the fons and daugh- 
ters who were born of Peninnah, under 
a forbidden marriage? Ba/fards.—There- 
fore Peninnah’s eating of the facrifices, 
as well as her children’s, were abfolutely 
forbidden things. Even the 20/6 of an 
whore was forbidden to be drought into 
the houfe of the Lorp. Deut. xxii. 18. 
how much more the perfon of an adul- 
tere/s? and as for a baflard, or one born 
of her who was with child by whoredom, 
he was not even to exter into the congrega- 
tion of the LORD, even to his tenth gene- 
ration. Deut. xxill. 2. How then could 
Elkanah himfelf—how could Peninnah 
(fuppofing her the /econd wife)—how 
could the children born of thefe parents, 
go to the houfe of the Lorp in Shib— 
Seaft upon the facrifices, and return in peace, 
with Gon’s dlefing and acceptance, unlefs 
the fecond marriage was as lawful in Gon’s 
fight as the jirff, and no more than ¢af, 
an offence againft Gon’s law? In what- 
ever view we take this chapter, it proves, | 
that neither the words of the primary in- 
flitution, nor thofe of any Subsequent com- 
mandment, prohibited polygamy; for if 
they had, thefe things refpecting Elka- 
nab, Peninneah, and their children, could 

Dd not‏ ו 
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not have been as they were, confiftently 
with the fcripture-character of that HoLy 
Gop, who is of purer eyes than to behold 

evil, or to look on iniquity. 1130. i. 13. 
Here I might once more mention the 
cafe of Solomon, the fon of David by 
Bathfheba, whom David, having other 
wives before, took to wife after the de- 
ceafe of Uriah. The law, which pofitively 
excluded daftards, or thofe born out of 
lawful wedlock, from the congregation of 
the Lorp, even unto the tenth generation, 
(Deut. xxiii. 2.) is wholly inconfiftent 
with Solomon’s being employed 25 ὀμϊἰά 
Gon’s temple—being the mouth of the peo- 
ple to Gop in prayer—and offering facri- 
fices in the ¢emple at its dedication—unlefs 
David's marriage with Bath/beba was a 
lawful marriage—Solomon the lawful iffue 
of that marriage—confequently polygamy 
no fin, either again{t the primary injfitu- 
tion of marriage, or again{t the /eventh 
commandment.—But fo far from Solomon's 
being under any legal difqualification 
from the /aw above-mentioned—he is ap- 
pointed dy Gon himfelf to build the temple, 
1 Kings viii. 19. Hs prayer ts beard— 
and the houfe is hallowed, chap. ix. 3. and 
filled with fuch glory, that the priefts could not 
fiand to minifter, chap. vill. 11.. Solomon, 
. therefore, 
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therefore, as well as Samuce/, ftand as a 
demonttrable proof, that a child born 
under the circurnftance of polygamy is no 
baftard—Gov Himfelf bemg the judge, 
whofe judgment is according to truth. | 

A more ftriking inftance of Gop’s 
thoughts, on the total difference* between 
polygamy and adultery, does not meet us 
any where with more force and clearnefs, 
in any part of the /facred hiftory, than in 
the account which is given us of David 
and Bathfheba, and their z/ue. 

When David took Bathfheba, fhe was 
another’s qwfe—the child which he begat 
upon her in that fituation was begotten 
in adultery — and the thing which David 
had done difpleafed the Lorv, 2 Sam. X1. 27. 
And what was the confequence? We are 
‘told, 2 Sam. xii. 1. 906 Lorp fent Na- 
than (the prophet) unto David. Nathan 
opened his commiffion with a moft beau- 
tiful parable, defcriptive of David's 
crime; this parable the prophet applies 
to the conviction of the delinquent, fets 
it home upon 2/2 confcience, brings him 
to repentance, and the poor penitent finds 
mercy—his life is {pared, ver. 13. Yet 
Gop will vindicate the honour of His 
moral government, and that in the moft 
awful manner—the murder of Uriah is 


* See alfo vol. i, p. 280—2, 
d 2 To 
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to be vifited upon David and his houfe— 
The fword fhall never depart from thine 
200/20, ver. 10. The adultery with Bath- 
fheba was to be retaliated in the moft ag- 
gravated manner—Becau/e thou 20 de- 
Spifed me, and haft taken the wife of Uriah 
the Hittite to be thy wife—Thus faith the 
Lord, I will raife up evil againft thee out of 
thine own houfe—and I will take thy wives 
and give* them unto thy neighbour before thine 
eyes—and he fhall he with thy wives in fight 


0 


* Gon’s taking and giving David’s wives to Ab- 
falom, is to be underftood in a very different 6 
from His giving the deceafed Saul’s wives into Da- 
vid’s bofom, ver. 8. This laft is peculiarly men- 
tioned as a favour done to David, and therefore 
fooken of as an ingredient to heighten his ingrati- 
tude in taking the wife of Uriah—the other was 
threatened as a judgment, and permitted, as many 
other evils are, in a courfe of providence, as a fore 
punifhment on David for what he had done. But 
Abfalom was neverthelefs guilty of adultery and in- 
ceft, in taking his father’s wives and lying with them, 
and is no more excufable, than he was in drawing 
his fword in rebellion againtt his father, becaufe this, 
as the other, was a fulfilment of Gop’s threatening 
—ver. 11. J will raife up evil againft thee out of thine 
ewn houfe. = 

So when it is faid—zek. xx. 1--.ף2‎ gave them 
fiatutes that were not good, and judgments whereby 
they foould not live; and I polluted them in their own 
gifts, &c. it appears from ver. 24, where the rea- 
fons of this are fet down, that all was in a way of 
judgment for their departure from 6 ἐπίθς of ]8- 
.דנה לסו‎ Wherefere--Goon left them to ὌΝ the 

aeceit 
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of this fun—for thou didft it fecretly, but I 
will do this thing before all Ifrael, and be- 
Jore the fun. All this was fhortly fulfilled 
in the rebellion and inceft + of Abfalom, 
chap. xvi. 21, 22. And this was done 
in a way of judgment on David, for taking 
and defiling the wife of Uriah, and was 
included in the curfes threatened, Deut. 
xxviii. 30, to the defpifers of Gop’s 
laws. 

As to the iffue of David's adulterous 
commerce with Bath/heba, it is written— 
2 Sam. ΧΙ]. 15.—The Lorn firuck the child 
which Uriah bare unto David, and it was 
very fick. Whata dreadful fcourge this 
was to David, who could not but read 
his crime in his punifhment, the following 
verfes declare; wherein we find David 
almoft frantic with grief: however the 
child's fickne/s was unto death, for, ver. 18, 
on the feventh day the child died. 

Now let us take a view of David's a& 


deceit of their own hearts, the confequence of 
which may be defcribed, Pf. cvi. 39. 9785 were 
they defiled in their own gifts, and went a whoring 
with their own inventions. As if Gop had faid—J 
gave them—that 15-- 1 permitted them to follow—fuch 
fratutes and precepts, as a judgment on their departure 
from Mg. See Jews Letters to M. de / 0 ד‎ 18 
vol. i. ₪. 339—341. a very fenfible folution of 
this paflage 01 21 

+ For the tragical ftory of Amnon, fee 2 Sam. xiii. 


throughout. 
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of polygamy, when, after Uriah’s death, 
he added Bath/heba to his other wives, 
ver. 24,25. dnd David comforted Bath- 
Sheba bis wife, and went in unto her, and la 
with ber, and fhe bare a.fon, and he called his 
name שלמה)‎ ( Selomoh (that maketh peace 
and reconciliation or recompence) and the 
Lorp /oved him. Again, we find Nathan, 
who had been fent on the former occafion, 
fent alfo on this, but with a very diferent 
meflage—And He (the Lorp) fent by the 
hand of Nathan the prophet, and He called 
his name JeEpDIpIAH (DiLtecTus Domini 
.-- 20/0000 of the Lorn) becaufe of the Lord 
wi. 6. becaufe of the favour Gop had 
towards him, ver. 24. 

Let any read onward through the whole 
hiftory of Solomon—let them confider the 
inftances 01 Gonv’s peculiar favour towards 
him already mentioned, and the many 
others, that are:to be found in the account 
we have of him—let them compare Gop’s 
dealings with the unhappy iffue of David's 
adultery, and this Lappy offspring of his 
polygamy—and if the allowance and appro- 
bation of the /atter, doth not as clearly ap- 
pear, as the condemnation and puni/bmeut of 
the former, furely all diftinction and dif- 
ference mutt beat an end, and the {cripture 
itfelf lofe the force of it’s own evidence. 


APPE -א‎ 
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AL PoP END ה ז‎ N° AE. 


Ses before, Vol. 1. p. 393——4-. 


"PAVING mentioned Barbeyrac’s 

1 066 ee. תס‎ Grotius de Jure, lib. 
ii. σὺν, fet. g.—in which the latter is 
reprefented as having changed his opi- 
nion, with regard to a mew law of | 
Curist on the fubjec&t of polygamy—lI 
was much inclined to examine farther 
into this matter, and therefore procured 
Barbeyrac’s French tranflation of Grotzus 
de “fure, with the French annotations, 
to which Barbeyrac refers in the above 
note, imagining that I might there 
meet with a more ample account of 
the matter. 

On fearching the zofes of this learned 
Frenchman on his tranflation of Grotius 
de “fure, I find abundant proof of a 
very great change of fentiment in that 
great man. 


Dd4 I will | 
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[ will lay this before the reader in the 
very words of Barbeyrac; whofe proofs 
are inconteftible, becaufe taken from 
the writings of Grotius himfelf. 

The firft paffage which I would men- 
tion, 18, Bardeyrac’s note on Grot. de 
Jure, liv. i. c. v. fect. 9. No. 7. which, 
as far as it relates to this matter, ftands 
thus. 

> Pour eclaircir la matiére, & pour 
>> favoir en méme tems ce que penfoit 
* notre auteur depuis la premiere 601- 
** tion de cet ouvrage, ou il ne fit ne~ 
*> anmoins aucun changement dans cet 
** endroit; il eft bon d’ajouter ici quel- 
““ ques unes des reflexions que lon 
>> trouve dans fon commentaire fur le 
“© Nouveau Teflament, Matt. v. 32. ἢ 
*> remarque donc d’abord, que notre 
‘© Seigneur Jesus CuRIsT ne pretend 
> point, dans ce pafiage, non plus que 
ἐς dans tout 16 refte de fon difcours fait 
>> fur la montagne, abolir aucune par- 
> tie de la loi de Mote: il veut feule-~ 
** ment montrer de quelle maniere, 
“ & en quel cas un homme-de-bien 
*> peut profiter de la permiffion du d- 
>> vorce accordée par un des reglemens 
*> politiques de cette loi, qui fubfiftoit 
> encore dans le tems qu'il parloit. I 

é¢ ne 
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ne sagit point par confequent d'une 
caufe de divorce portée devant les juges: 
car, outre qu’un mari, qui vouloit re- 

udier fa femme, n’étoit point oblige, 
felon ג[‎ loi, de le faire par voie de 
juftice; lors 11'טף‎ accufoit fa femme 
d’adultére devant les juges, cela al- 
loit 4 la faire punir de mort, felon 
la loi, & non pas obtenir une diflo- 
lution de marriage. 
> Ainfi quand 0076 feigneur parle de 
l’adultére, comme d’une jufte caufe de 
divorce, il fuppofe ou un mari doux 
& clement, qui ne vouloit point faire 
punir fa femme, quelque coupable 


quelle fut d'infidelité, comme Fo~ 
> feph en ufa a 162370 de Marie, dans 


le tems טף‎ 11 ne pouvoit encore favoir 
ג[‎ caufe miraculeufe de fa groffefie; 
ou bien un mari, qui n’avoit pas de- 
quoi prouver en juttice Vinfidelité de 
fa femme, quoiqu’il en fut perfuadé, 
ou que méme il en eut des preuves 
indubitables pour lui.” 
>> 70 elucidate the matter, and to 
know at the fame time what our au- 
thor (Grotius) thought fince the firft 
edition of this work (De ure /—in 
which neverthelefs he made no altera- 
tion of this paflage—it is proper to 
add here fome of the reflections which 
“6 we 


1 סנא ] 


we find in his xotes on the New ΤῸ: 


tament, Matt. v. 32. He remarks then, 
firft, that our LorpJesusCuris? doth 
not intend at all in this paflage, 
any more than in the whole of his 
fermon upon the mount, to * abolith 
any part of the law of Mo/es—he 
means only to fhew after what man- 
ner, and in what cafe, a good man 
might avail himfelf of the permiffion 
of divorce, which was granted by one 
of the political regulations of that 
law which ftill fubfifted at the time 
he fpake. The queftion, confequently, 
was not concerning a caufe of divorce 
brought before the judges ; for, be- 
fides that an hufband who would -6ע‎ 
pudiate his wife was not obliged, 
according to the law, to do it in a 
judicial way, it muft be obferyed, 
that when he accufed his wife of adul- 
tery before the judges, that would 
have tended, to her being punifhed 
with death, according to the law, 
and not to the obtaining of a diflolu- 
tion of the marriage. 

+ Alfo, where our Lorp fpeaks of 


adultery as a לט[‎ caufe of divorce, he 


fuppofes, either a mild and kind huf- 


* See before vol. i. p. 321—2- 
10 >> band, 
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band, who would not have his wife 
punifhed, however guilty fhe might 
be of infidelity—as ‘fofeph acted with 
refpect to Mary at the time when he 
could not know the miraculous caufe 
of her pregnancy—or elie an hufband 
who had not full legal proof of his 
wife’s infidelity, though he was per- 
fuaded of it, or even had indubita- 
ble proofs with refpect to himfelf.”” 

Then follows a long paflage on the 


ee 


ςς 
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fubjec&t of divorce; after which, Bar- 
beyrac gives us Grotius’s thoughts on the 
latter part of the ver/e. 


>> Dans les paroles fuivantes—& 1 
gut epoufe la femme repudiée, commet 


* adultére—|a 101 de 10116 fubfiftant en- 


core, comme nous l’avons dit, il faut 
entendre les paroles de Jesus CuRisT 
de celui qui epoufoit une femme re- 
pudice, avant qu’on 606 tenté toutes 
les voies poflibles de la reconcilier 
avec fon mari, comme l’Apotre St. 
Paul le prefcrit, 1 Cor. vii. 11, ou 
ce qui eft encore pis, de ceux qui’ 
etant devenus amoureux des femmes 
d’autrui cherchoient ἃ s’en emparer 
par un divorce. 
+ Ceft auffi a cela que fe rapporte ce 
qui dit notre Seigneur, Matt. xix. 9. 
ou 
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ou il explique plus au long 14 ρεπίέε. 
Celui qui répudiera fa femme, ET EN 
EPOUSERA UNE AUTRE, &c. car & 
celui qui epoufoit la femme repu- 
0166, empechoit par 14 טף‎ 6116 ne re- 
tournat avec fon mari, qui n’auroit 
pu aprés cela la reprendre, quand il 
Vauroit voulu ; & le mari de la femme 
repudice, des-la qu'il en epoufoit une 
autre, donnoit lieu de croire qu'il 
n’étoit point difpofé a reprendre la 
premiere, & ainfi il lui fourniffoit oc- 
cafion, entant qu’en lui 6001 ou de 
s'abandonner a limpudicité, ou de 
s’engager avec un autre mari: car 
ceft ainfi טף‎ 11 faut entendre le terme 
μοιχάται que l’on traduit commet adul- 
tére, mais qui doit fignifier la meme 
chofe que moet μοιχᾶσθαι fait commet- 
tre adultére, dans Vautre paflage pa- 
rallel du méme evangelifte; felon le 
ftile des Hebreux qui attribuent 4 
quelqu’un directement, ce a quoi 1 
donne occafion par quelque action 
propre. Voiez. Rom. viii. 26. Gal. 
iv. Ὁ. 
>> Voila en fubftance ce que dit -0ת‎ 
tre auteur dans fes notes fur le Nou- 
veau Teftament. Dou il paroit, que 
168 idees n’étoient pas tout-a-fait les 

| ** mémes, 


Pune + 


mémes, quand il compofa l’ouvrage 
que nous expliquons, quoiqu’ il 
n’ait depuis rien change dans cet en- 
droit. | 
*% De tout 06 que l’on vient de voir, 
il s’enfuit, que dans les paflages de 
Yevangile quil cite ici en marge 
pour montrer que notre Seigneur JE- 
sus CurisT a defendu par une de 
fes loix la polygamie, il ne s ‘agit que 
du divorce; & cela par oppofition 
aux fauffes 10665 des Fuzfs, qui le croi- 
oient permisen confcience pour quelque 
caufe que 06 fut. Matt. xix. 2. 
* Auffli voyons nous que notre auteur 
dans fon traité de Ja verité de la reli-~ 
gion Chrétienne, publié pour la pre- 
miere fois en 1639, 060% a dire, en- 
viron deux ans avant fes motes fur 
le Nouveau Teftament ; lor{qu’il parle 
du marriage d’un avec une, aprés a- 
voir dit, qu'il y en a peu des nations 
dans le paganif{me parmi lefquelles 
on fe foit contenté d'une femme, 
comme faifoient les Germains ὃς les 
Romains; ajoute feulement, que les. 
Chrétiens fuivent cette maniere. de 
marriage, lib. ג‎ § 11. & dans les 
notes il ne cite aucun pafiage de 16- 
vangile, mais feulement ces paroles 
1 de 
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de 1 Cor. vii. 4. Une femme n’eft pas 
maitrefie de fon corps, mais fon mari; 
de meme un mart n'eft pas maitre de fon 
corps, mais fa femme. Or, dans {65 
notes pofthumes fur les epitres, il 
explique ces paroles conformément a 
la fuite du difcours, comme n’em- 
portant autre chofe que le droit qu’a 
une femme d’exiger que fon mari ne 
lui refufe point le devoir conjugal ; 
parce que en vertu du marriage, elle 
entre avec lui dans une focieté qui de- 
mande Vufage reciproque de leurs 
corps: Ουκ᾽ 650000006 hic eff, non habet 
jus plenum atqueintegrum ; nam non vite 
tantum, fed & corporum eft inita ποι- 
γῶν. In re autem foctah, nemo fo-— 
ciorum gus plenum habet. 

>> Mais il n’enfuit point de 13, qu’un 
mari ne puiffe avoir plus d’une femme : 
car: les focietez ne fe font pas tou- 
jours fur un pié egal. Ainfi ce π᾿ εἶ 
que par accommodation que notre 
auteur applique ici les paroles de St. 
Paul, & pour donner a entendre que les 
Chrétiens ont renonce a la polygamie, 
plitot pour fuivre l’efprit & 16 genie | 
de l’evangile, qui porte 4 eviter ce 
dont on peut abufer facilement, que 


pour obeir a une loi 6821606 de no- 


tre 
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tre Sezgneur, ou de 105 apdtres. Voiez 
Mr. Le Clerc, Hift. Ecclef. Prolegom. 
fect. 3. c. iv. fect. 5.num. 9. p. 162. 
Il n’y a nulle apparence que JEsus 


‘Curist ait voulu obliger ceux qui 


avoient plufieurs femmes, avant 6 
de devenir fes difciples, a les ren- 
voier toutes, hormis une.” 

> In the words which follow—And 
he that marrieth ber that is put away, 
committeth adultery—the law of Moj/es 
yet fubfifting, as we have before ob- 
ferved, we muft underftand the words 
of Jesus CuristT to concern him 
who married a divorced woman, be- 
fore all poffible ways had been tri- 
ed to reconcile her to her hufband, 
as St. Paul prefcribes 1 Cor. vii. 11. 
or, what is worfe ftill, of thofe who 
having become fond of the wives of 
others, endeavoured to get * poffeffion 
of them by means of a divorce in 
order to pofiefs them. 

>> It is to this alfo, that what פטס‎ 
Lorp faith, Matt. xix. 0. relates, 
where he explains his meaning more 
fully —Whofoever putteth away bis 
wife, and MARRIETH ANOTHER, &c. ; 


% Sce before vol. i. p. 378, 270. 
or 
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for both he who married the dvor- 
ced woman, hindered her by’ that 
means from returning to her hufband, 
who could not, after this, have ta- 
“< ken her if he would; and the huf- 
band of the divorced wife, from 6 
inftant he married another woman, 
gave occafion to think, that he was 
** not at all difpofed to retake the firft 
woman ; and thus he gave occation 
to her, as far-as in him lay, either 
to abandon herfelf to lewdnefs, or 
to engage with another* hufband. 
For it is thus we muft underftand 
the term μοιχᾶται» which they tran{- 
late—committeth adultery, but which 
ought to fignify the fame as—zaie 
poyaclai—caufeth to commit adultery ; 
as in the parallel place of the fame 
evangelift —(c. ν. 32.)—according to 
>> the ftyle of the Hebrews, who at- 
*> tribute that to a perfon directly, 
‘ which by any action of his own he 
*€ is the occafion of.” See Rom. viii. 26. 
Gal. iv. 6. 

>> This 18 the fubftance of what our 
*> author fays in his notes on the New 
4“. Teftament: from whence it appears, 


* See before vol.i. 201, 393: מ‎ 
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** that his ideas were mot altogether the 


fame when he compofed the work 


6 


** which we are now explaining, though 


he has not fince made any alteration 
in this paflage. 
>> From all that we have been ob- 
ferving, it follows, that in the paf- 
fages of the gofpel, which Grotius 
here cites in the margin, to fhew 
that our Saviour prohibited, by one 
of his laws, polygamy, the fubject 
was only concerning divorce; and 
that in oppofition to the falfe no- 
tions of the Fews, who believed that 
in con{cience it was permitted for any 
caufe whatfoever. Matt. xix. 2. | 

> Tet us 0216206 81/0, that.our + 
thor, in his treatife of the truth of the 
Chriftian. Religion, firft publifhed in 
1639, that is to fay, about two years 
after his notes on the. New Teftament, 
{peaking of the marriage of. one man 
with one woman, after having faid that 
there were few heathen nations, a- 
mong which people contented them- 
felves with one wife, as the Germans 
and Romans did, only adds, that the 
Chrifiians followed this manner of 
marriage, 110. 11. fect. 13; and in 6 
notes he does not cite a fingle paf- 
Vo. Il, Ee 5 fage 
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fage from the gofpel, but only thefe 
words of 1 Cor. vii. 4. The wife 
hath not power of ber own body, but 
the hujband: and hkewife alfo the buf- 
band hath not power of his own body, 
but the wife. But in his pofthumous 
notes on the Epi/les, he explains thefe 
words conformably to the fequel of 
the difcourfe, as importing nothing 
elfe but the right which a wife hath 
to require that her hufband fhall not 
refufe her the conjugal duty ; becaufe, 
in virtue of the marriage, the enters 
with him into a fociety which de- 
mands the reciprocal ufe of their bo- 
dies. Οὐκ ἐξεσιαζει, here fignifies— 


he has not a full and entire right— 


for a communion, not of life only, but 


of their 4Jodzes alfo, is entered into. 
However, in a matter of partnerfhip, 
neither of the parties have a full 
right. | | 
>> But it doth not follow from thence, 
that a man can have but 006 wife; for 
partnerfhips are not always made upon 
an equal footing. So that it 1s only 
by way of accommodation that our az- 
thor applies thefe words of δύ. Paul, 
and to give us to underftand, that 
Chriftians renounced polygamy, rather 
, | 0 
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to follow the fpirit * and genius of 
*> the gofpel, which carries us to avoid 
*> what may be eafily abufed, than to 
> obey any exprefs law of ouR Lorp 
“ or of his Apoftles. See Le Clerc Hifi. 
“© Ficclef. Prolegom. fect. 3. C. iv. fect. 5. 
*> numb. ix. p. 162. There is no ap- 
‘< pearance that Jesus CurisT had any 
*+ intention to oblige thofe who had fe- 
> veral wives, before they could become 
“his difciples, to fend away all but 
% ones 


Barbeyrac, 


* The ‘* fpirit and genius of the go/pe/,”” as far 
as it relates to the /pirzt and temper of its profeffors, 
{peaks thus by the Prophet J/aiah, chap. ii. 11. The 
lofty looks of man fhall be humbled, and the haughtinefs 
of men foall be bowed down, and the 1,080 alone 
foall be exalted in that day. Comp. ver. 17. and 
1 Cor. i. 31. 

This, in the very early days of Chriftianity, feems 
to have been forgotten, and, inftead of exalting Fe- 
hovah, by making His PURE AND PERFECT LAW 
(Pf. xix. 7—11.) the holy directory of their obe- 
dience, the Chriftians (as has been before obferved) 
fat about inventing {chemes of devotion and piety, not 
only inconfiftent with, but oppofite to, the DIvINE 
LAw—they detached the New e/fament from the Old, 
and ran into as much folly and extravagance, as, 
before the end of the firf? century, branched them- 
felves out into thofe herefies, which, in one fhape or 
other, have been the difgrace of the church ever 
fince. If we [006 onward to the end of the /- 
cond century, we may fay of the heretics, and 
their herefies, as is faid of the men which arofe 

0 62 froga 
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Barbeyrac, in another part of the French 
notes on his tranflation of Grot. de “fure— 
viz. Liv.i.c. 1. fe. 15.-n. 3.—exprefles 
himfelf thus— ἴω 

>> Quand Moife dit que Phomme quit- 
tera fon pere & fa mere, pour s’at- 
““ tacher a fa femme, & quwils devien- 
dront une feule chair, cela ne fait rien 
ni pour, nicontre, la polygamie, ou 
*> le divorce; Vexpreflion, devenir une 
feule chair, fignifie feulement par elle- 
méme, qu il y auroit, entre un mari 
& fa femme, une union trés 6070166 : 
mais elle n’emporte point qu'un mari 
ne puifle avoir en méme tems une 


femblable 


from the bones, Ezek. xxxvii. 10.—they /tood up 
upon their ΟΝ an exceeding great army. See Chron. 
‘Tab. Mofheim, Maclaine edit. vol. ii. 581—2. 

To alter Gon’s Law relative to marriage, for fear 
of abufe, is about as wife and holy, and as refpect- 
ful to the wifdom of the pivinE LAWGIVER, as 
taking the Bible away from the Popifh laity, in or- 
der to prevent here/y and f{chifm, .and to preferve the 
unity of the church. See before, p. 325, n. 

When perfons fpeak of the /pirit and genius of 
the gofpel, as diftinguifhable from the /pirzt and ge- 
nius of the law, with refpect to purity and holine/s, 
they ufually fay a great deal more than they are au- 
thorized from the /criptures to fpeak, or, perhaps, 
than they themfelves underftand. 

If the New Teftament fays—/s He which hath 
called you is haly, fo be ye holy in all manner of con- 
verfation—it is added—becaufe it is written, . ye 
wrt 7 
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>> femblable liaifon avec deux ou plu- 
> feurs femmes; & a Yegard de la diflo- 
> Jution du marriage, tout ce quon en 
** peut inferer, c’eft qu'il ne doit pas étre 
*> rompu legerement, & fans quelque | 
*> bonne raifon. Selon le 12116 des He- 
*> breux, le mot de chair marque toute 
>> Jiaifon, tant d’ affinité que de con- 


holy, for I am holy. Comp.1 Pet. i. 15, 16. with 
Lev. xix. 2. 

I went down to the potter's houfe (faith Fer. 
.וטא‎ 3.) and behold he wrought a work on the 
wheels. And the veffel that he made of clay was 
marred (MMw3—/poiled) in the hand of the potter; fo 
he made it again another veffel, as feemed good to the 
potter to make it. 

Certainly the poor potter could do no otherwife ; 
if he fpoiled the veffel in the making, he muft repair 
his 1018 by making it over again;—but fhall we 
imagine that the a/l-wife Gop, either for want of 
wifdom or forefight, mifcarried or failed, in point 
of holinefs and purity, with refpect to the LAW 
which he framed for the moral government of his 
creatures under the Old Teftament, and therefore 
corrected his miffake, and made another and a bet- 
ter LAW for that purpofe, under the New Tefta- 
ment? 

Contending for a purity and holine/s in the New 
Teftament, which is not in the Old Teftament, is 
but faying all this in other words, and coinciding 
with 7 principles of Cerinthus, Mahomet, and 

acinus. See before vol. i. 223, 224, > 349- 

Manes and Cerinthus tere ΚΟ ΝΟ ores Pavey 
rejected the Jaw of the Old Teftament, they at the 
fame time rejected the Gop of the Old Tefta- 
ment. 


Ee3 fanguinité, 
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fanguinite, comme 12 remarqué Mr. 
Le Clerc. C’eft ainfi que Laban dit a 
0000, Gen xxix. 14. Tu es mon os 
& ma chair —c’ett-a-dire, je vous 
reconnois pour un des mes parens, 
Comme donc tout autant de parens qu’a 
une perfonne font fa chair, de méme 
rien n’empéche qu'un homme ne puiffe 


> 6776 dit, felon ce ftile, une méme chair 


avec plufieurs femmes,” 

> When Mojfes fays, that 6 man /fhall 
leave his father and mother, and cleave 
to his wife, and they fhall become one 
frefb—this makes nothing for or ἃ- 
gaintt polygamy or divorce; the expref- 
fion—decome one flefp—fignifies only 
by itfelf, that there fhould be between 
aman and his wife a moft ftrict uni- 
on: but it does not import that an huf- 
band may not have at the fame time, 
a like bond with two or more wives. 
As to the diffolution of the marriage, 


all that one can infer from it is, that 


it ought not to be broken lightly, and 
without fome good reafon. Accord- 
ing to the ftyle of the Hebrews, the 
word 0/2 denotes all relation, as well 
of affinity as of confanguinity, as Mr. 
Le Clerc has obferved. Thus Laban 
fays to “facob, Gen. xxix. 14. Surely 
thou -art my bone and my fle efo—that 
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is to fay, I acknowledge thee for one of 


my relations.—As therefore all the 76- 


lations which any perfon hath are his 


flefh, fo nothing hinders, but that a 
man, according to this ftyle of fpeak- 
ing, may be called one fame flefh with 
many Wives.” 

On that part of Liv. 11, c. v. fed. 9. 


ce 
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where Grotius fays—that * Gon’s giv- 


ing but one woman to one man, fuf- 
ficiently {hews what is moft agreeable 
to Gop, and confequently this has 
always been comely and commend- 
able; but it does not follow, adds 
Grotius, that one cannot do otherwife 
without a crime: for where there is 
no law, there is no violation of law: 
now at that time there was no law 
about the matter.” 

Grotius has a long note on part of this 


66 


paflage, which Barbeyrac tranflates; and 


“Α juger de cette queftion, indépen- 
damment des loix civiles, il eft cer- 
tain que fouvent on ne pourroit ufer 
de la liberte de la polygamie, fans pe-~ 
cher contre quelque vertu, & s’enga- 
ger dans des inconvéniens facheux ; 
a caufe defquels la prudence des legif- 
Jateurs a demandé qu’on defendit en- 
tierement d’avoir plus d’une femme ἃ 

Ee4 '* ג‎ 


then adds 
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* la. fois...Mais on ne fauroit inferer de 


la que la chofe foit mauvaife en elle- 


'méme, felon 16 droit naturel: tout ce 


qu’on peut dire, c’eft que c’eft une des 
ces chofes indifferentes de leur nature, 


dont 11 eft facile dabufer, comme le 


jeu, par exemple, & plufieurs autres 
divertiflemens, .dont 16 plus fur eft 
de fe priver, pour peu quon fe 
fente de la difpofition 8 en faire mau- 
vais ufage.” rie. Raa” | | 
*> To judge of this queftion, indepen- 
dently of civil laws, it is certain, that 
often one cannot ufe the liberty of 
polygamy without offending againft 
fome virtue; and engaging in griev- 
ous inconveniences; on account of 
which, the prudence of legiflators 
has required, that the having more 
than owe wife at a time, fhould be 
prohibited * entirely. But we can- 

“ἰοῦ 


- 


* The Marquis of Beccaria, in his ingenious 


effay on Crimes and Punifhments—c. xl. On falfe 
Ideas of Utility—obferves, that—‘* A principal 


fource of errors and injuftice, are falfe ideas of 
utility. For example—that legiflator has falfe 
ideas of utility, who confiders particular more than 
general inconveniences ; who had rather command 
the fentiments of mankind, than excite them, and 
dares to fay to reafon—‘‘ be thou my flave;”— 
who would facrifice a thoufand real advantages, 
to the fear of an imaginary or trifling inconve- 
nience ; who would deprive men of the שי‎ of 
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“© not infer from thence, that the thing 
is evil in itfelf, according to natural 


>> fire, for fear of their being burnt, and of water, 
>> for fear of their being drowned ; and who knows 
>> of no means of preventing evil but by deftroying 
+6 10.» 

The indifcriminate and total prohibition of poly- 
gamy, in order-to prevent its abufe, falls directly 
within the above obfervation, and is one of thofe 
proofs of human abfurdity, with which the hiftory 
of mankind abounds, even taken in.a temporal view, 
as might be inftanced in many /ituations to which 
married men may be unavoidably reduced. See be- 
fore, vol. i. p. 181—184. Their being condemned 
to fuffer all the inconveniences, and to be expofed 
to all the mifchiefs of tho/e /ituations, becaufe others, 
who are not in the fame, may 020/62 that mode of 
relief which the law of Gop affords, is an attack 
upon the divine legiflation, an arraignment of the 
divine wifdom, and an unauthorized. encroachment 
on the zatural rights of mankind. 1 

The fame may be 1310 of the prevention of clan- 
deftine marriages, by vacating the bond of marriage, 
and releafing the parties from all matrimonial obit. 
gation whattoever, , 

Thus 3110, depriving a contracted woman of the 
exaction of that right which Gop’s law’ pofitively 
gives her, and the law of this land once afforded 
her, to the deftruction of her chara¢ter, comfort, 
and peace of mind for ever—this, becaufe, now 
and then, a clandeftine marriage might hurt, the 

| pride, or difappoint the avarice or ambition, of a 
few individuals. 
__ In fhort, the whole is replete with folly, and, as 
far as the divine law is concerned, with wickednefss 
and reminds one of the black/mith, who, feeing a fly 
on the forehead of his fleeping infant, ftruck at the 
infec? with his fledge-hammer, killed the ,ל‎ and at 
the fame time dafhed out the brains of his child. 
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“4 right: all that can be faid is, that it 
** is one of thofe things indifferent in 
*> their nature, which it is eafy to abufe; 
““ fuch as gaming, for inftance, and 
*> many other amufements, of which it 
*« is the fureft way to deprive ourfelves, 
‘* if we perceive in the leaft a difpofi- 
*> tion in ourfelves to make a bad ufe of 
ce them.” | | 
Barbeyrac, on Grot. de Jur. liv. i. c. 1. 
§ 17. note 3. lays it down as a rule, that 
-- Gop cannot abfolutely permit the 
*> 164% thing which is evil in itfelf, 
** though he be confidered as acting in 
** the quality of a temporal monarch’ — 
(as under the theocracy)—** for this 
*> character does not ftrip him of his 
*> holinefs, nor does it hinder us from 
““ fuppofing that he approves, as innocent 
“4 at leaft, all that he permits, either in 
“4 formal terms, or by neceffary confe- 
*> quence from any expre({s law or or- 
οἰ be τς Here then, in my opinion,” 
adds he, ** are the confequences which 
"> we may draw from the divine permif- 
ἐς fion, where reafons drawn from the 
“ς nature of the things themfelves, to 
>> which attention is always to be paid, 
** may appear doubtful.” 
He then proceeds to lay down two 
general 
2 


+ 407 1 


general rules, which are well worth our 
attention. 


<< T. Quand Dieu permet une chofe en 
certain cas, ou ἃ certaines perfonnes, 4 
par rapport ἃ certaines gens; on dott 
inferer de la, que cette chofe permife 
n eft point mauvaife de fa nature.” 

> IT. When Gop permits a thing in a 
certain cafe, or to certain perfons, or 
with refpect to certain people, we 
ought to infer from thence, that the 
thing which is permitted zs not evil 
in itfelf.”’ 


After giving other examples to illuf- 


a 
wn 


6 


trate this rule, he proceeds— 


“ἢ eft defendu aux Rois, par la loi 
de Moi/e (Deut. xvil. 17.) D’avoir un 
trop grand nombre des femmes, de peur 
quelles ne les portent a violer la loi: 
par la le legiflateur permet tacitement 
a eux, & a tous les autres, d’avoir 
plus d'une femme fans quoi la defenfe 
feroit fort fuperflué, Donc la polygamie 
neft pas mauvaife, & illicite de fa na- 
ture. 
** By the law of 0/5 (Deut. xvii. 17.) 
the kings (of J/rae/) are forbidden to 
have too great a number of wives, left 
they fhould carry them into a violation 
of the law: by this the /egiflator ta- 
citly permits them, and all others, to 
“4 have 
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ἐς have more than one wife, otherwife the 
“* command were * fuperfluous. From 
ἐς hence it follows, that polygamy is not 
ἐς evil and illicit in itfelf.” 

τς © TI. Lorfgue τευ regle la maniere 
“© dune chofe, ou qu i fait par rapport ἃ cette 
>> chofe, quelque autre reglement, qui JSup- 
<< pofe neceffairement qu'elle eft permife; il 
‘ faut vor sil sagit dun feul acte paf- 
oe 4 Jager, 


* ‘The intention of the commandment relative to 
the kings of 1/7001 (Deut. xvii. 17.) appears plainly 
from the very words of it—which are not—that they 
fhall not have more than one wife at a time—but that 
the ירבה--2מ/]‎ NI—non multiplicabit, Mont.—frall 
not multiply (or increafe to a multitude) ¥ NY) women 
io himfelf—{o as to imitate the dings of the heathen, 
who had numbers of women of all nations, partly 
for fiate, partly for the provocation and indulgence 
of fenfuality, and this to fuch a degree, as wholly to 
negleé all public affairs, and to fink into the moft 
fhameful floth and effeminacy. Therefore it is 
added—1 9.95 220%---ולא יסור‎ his heart turn not away— 
not only from the affairs of the simgdom—but into 
apoftacy from Gop to idols, being folicited thereto 
by the fondnefs he might entertain for a variety of 
women taken to fupply his pleafures, fome of them 
perhaps heathens, to which he might be attached, if 
once he gave a loofe to an unbounded appetite. 
The wifdom of this command, appears from the 
melancholy hiftory of Solamen, as recorded 1 Kings 
xi. I—8. 

Mr. Prior, in one of the moft beautiful poems 
that our language ever produced, has finely, and 
indeed fcripturally, reprefented Solomon as faying— 


Charm’d 
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κε fager, ou d'une chofe qui par elle-meme; 
> ou par fes fuites, fe reduife a une habi~ 
«© rude, & une pratique continuelle. 

> II, When Gop regulates the man- 
« ner of a thing, or makes, with re- 
** {pect to the thing, fome other. regu- 
*> lation, which neceflarily fuppofes the 
* thing itfclf permitted ; we fhould con- 
>> fider whether this concerns a fingle 
** tranfitory aét, or fomething which in 
*> itfelf, or by its confequences, may 
>> reduce itfelf into habit and continual 
“¢ practice.” fey : 
*> Dans le dernier cas la permiffion 


φι 


>> Charm’d by their eyes, their manners 1 acquire, 

66 And fhape my foolifhnefs to their defire: = 

*> ΤῸ each new harlot I new altars drefs, 

>> And ferve her Gop, whofe perfon I 03768." 
Sou. B, 11.» 


To guard againft this, as well as other effects of 
a provoked, indulged, and unbounded fenfuality, 
appears to be the intention of this law... But as to 
polygamy, as confidered in itfelf, its lawfulnefs muft 
be fuppofed, otherwife (as Barbeyrac rightly con- 
cludes) there could be no place. for fuch a Jaw as 
this, which is to moderate and regulate it with re- 
gard to thofe who, from their /ation, muft have fo 
full a power, and confequently fo much temptation, 
to abufe it. 

If the reader confiders the whole context of this 
paflage (ver. 16, 17.) he will perceive, that it only 
concerns the abu/e or exce/s of things lawful in them- 
felves, as the initances of hor/es, and gold and filver, 
clearly demonftrate. 
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emporte toujours une veritable ap- 
probation de la chofe dont il s’agit, 
comme licite par elle-méme. II eft 
impoflible que 12150 permette, par 
exemple, 16 metier de brigand, de pi- 
rate, Vaffafin, de duelifte, &c. fous 
quelques conditions que ce foit. 8 
done qu’on voit qu'il régle certains cas 
qui fuppofent la polygamie permite, 
comme dans Deut. xxi. 15. on a tout 
licu. d’inferer de cela feul que la poly- 
game "61% pas neceflairement contraire 
au droit naturel. 


. 
σι 


-* In the latter cafe, the permiffion 


always implies a real approbation of 
the thing in queftion, as lawful in itfelf. 
It is impoffible that Gop fhould allow 
the trade, for inftance, of a robber—of 
a pirate—of an affafin—of a ἐμοί, &c. 
under any conditions whatfoever. As 
then we fee that He regulates certain 
cafes, which fuppofe a permiffion of 
olygamy—as in Deut. xxi. 15.—weare 
at full liberty to infer from thence, that 
polygamy is not neceflarily contrary to 
natural right.” 
More tran{fcripts might be made from 


6 


&¢ 


this very learned and ingenious man, to 
the fame purpofe; but thefe are fufficient 


to fhew the force of TRUTH, over a li- 


beral and candid mind, where /crspture is 


made 


] ₪ 

made the one ftandard of decifion as to 
good and evil. Influenced by this, the 
great Grofius fhall vary from his firft opi- 
nions, and Barbeyrac, though no friend 
to polygamy, yet does not offer, in a fingle 
inftance, to condemn it on the footing of 
divine revelation; he fairly and honefily 
owns, that its abolition has been owing to 
human legiflation oNLY—and of courfe, that 
it is not ewd/ in it/e/f—not forbidden either 
in the O/dor New Teffament ;—fo far from 
it, moft certainly approved and allowed— 
and, as fuch, regulated by the divine law. 

I would not be underftood to have 
quoted Grotius, Barbeyrac, or any other 
great and learned author, in the courfe of 
this work, with the leaft view of deter- 
mining any matter of faith, or of deciding, 
either one way or the other, as to what 
is agreeable, or otherwife, to the mind and 
will of Gop, touching any of the points 
which have been difcourfed upon. 6 
writings of men are evidence of their of/- 
nions; but whether thofe opinions are right 
or wrong, can only appear from their con- 
formity or difagreement with the fcrip- 
tures. To thefe alone, therefore, we mutt 
appeal, for all decifion in religious mat- 
ters—if we think with thefe, we need not 
concern ourfelves who differs from us; 
if our notions of religious truths are only 

derived 
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derived from the opinions or reafonings of. 
fallible men like ourfelves, we are on no 

better footing than our Popi/h neighbours, ° 
or our 260/26 310610078, as to any reafon 

which we can give for the hope that is in us. 

—Therefore let me ////2 the whole of 
this work, as I concluded the Introduétion 
to it—TO THE LAW AND TO THE TES- 

TIMONY.—If. vill. 20.0 | 

_ As for any thing elfe, whether it be the 

wifdom of Plato, Ariftotle, Cicero, &c. 

among the antients—of Sir Ifaac Newton, 

Mr. Locke, Bifhop Warburton, or the 
old woman that fells apples at the corner of 
a ftreet, among the moderns—the author 

efteems it all equally venerable, equally 
to be depended upon, where Gonv’s mind 
and willis concerned, independently of reve- 

lation; and he does earneftly hope, that 

every reader—if the author might prefume 

to name himfelf after fuch great authort- 

tiese=will, throughout the perufal of thefe 

volumes, treat him in the jame way, and 
not believe one word, but as it appears 

confonant to the /criptures—For what 
man knoweth the things of a man, fave the 
Spirit of a man which 1s in him? Even fo, 

the things of Gop knoweth no one )8066( 

but the fpirit of Gov. 1 Cor. i. τῆς 


Gey Ne Poe 


Pa Maal Boge 


| A 
DULTERY, 57. Defined, ib, A capital offence 
A by the divine law, 61, 62. So by the law of 
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Merton, ftatute of, concerning marriage, 31. 

Mart. xix. 3, &c. explained, 80 & feq. 

Mistress, kept, 53. | 

Mart. v. 28, explained, 123, and ἢ. 

Mat. il. 14, 15, explained, 135 & feq. 

Marriaces, fecond, condemned, 144, and ἢ, 12. 

- —— of the clergy, 197, n. 

Mrracves, Popifh, wrought by Curist, and the Virgin 

> Mary, on prayers for continency, 187. 

Monranists and Novatians condemn fecond marri- 
ages, IQI. ‘laa 

Mitton quoted on the creation of woman, 145, n. 

Manes, or Manicheus, his errors about marriage, 220, n. 

Mauton’s next kinfman will not redeem his land, 

> why, 265. 

Mates and Females, proportion of, 102, &c. and ἢ, 

Mauomer, his account of the prophets who brought xew 
laws, 324. This neceffary for his plan, ib. His art 
with refpect to the authority of the Scripture, 325. 

1] אס ג‎ ₪55 argues right from qwroxg principles, inftanced 
in the Socinian plan, 328—9. 

Mosss, his love for the people, 339. 

MELCHIZEDECK, 350. 

Marr. v. 31, 32, farther confidered, 365. 

XIX. 9, ditto, 270. | 

Morat law, unalterable, binding on 002015 as well as 
men, 361. 


N 
Noe quoted on the fubjeé& of difpenfation for 
polygamy, 91, Nn. , 

Narrgs, tribe of, 2002000715, 200, n. 

Nicuo as, Pope, reftrains priefts from marrying, 207, ἢ. 

Nisus, his fpeech to the Rutulians on behalf of Eury- 
alus, 340. 

New-taw fcheme, pregnant with mifchiefs of the moft 
alarming kind, 353—355. 


0 


(8 of men to be fubmitted to, 41, n. 
Occasion of Curist’s difcourfe with the Pha- 
rifees, MATT. XIX, 486 374. 


| גת‎ P PIUS 
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| Ρ 
Pp: Pope, Articles of his Creed, Pref. xiv. n. 
ProsTiruTion, dreadful confequences of, 8, nm. 

Parisian divines make dottrines for the people, 9. 

PENANCE and commutation, 67, and n. at bottom. 

1 Per. ii. 13, quoted and explained, 41, ἢ. See alfo 
Vol. I]. 71, ἢ. | 

PusBLic wispoM, a mere Proteus, 5, n. 

PotyGaMy,74. Defined 75, and n. Whether it tends 
to population, 100, ἢ. | 

Priuraviry of perfons in the Godhead revealed in the 
Old, Teftament, 57, n. | ! 

PoLYGAMyY not mentioned in the New Teftament, 121, 
122. 

-----.--- τ probably frequent among the firft Chriftians, 
192, 243. 

Parricx, Bifhop, his comment on Lev. xviii. 18. 157. 

PurrenporF leaves the matter of polygamy uncertain, 
whether againft the /aw of mature, or not, 74, Nn. 

ParpunutTius, his f{peech at the council of Nice, about 
the clergy putting away their wives, 195, n. » 

Prejupice againtt married priefts, inftances of, 213, Ne 

held community of women, 220.‏ ס'ג זע 

Pau, St. no law-giver, 240. 

Patrick on Ruth, iv. 6. p. 266. 

ParapicmM fetting forth Gon’s dealings towards Mo- 
nogamifis and Polygamifts, 285. 

Potycamy how firit condemned in the Chrifian church, 
177, 291. Why allowed to men and not to women, 
292-299. Neceflary to be fo, 297—8. 

PerrectTion of the divine Jaw attelted by the O/d and 
New Tefaments, 327, 328. 


ELIGION of anceftors to be followed, an Heathen 
maxim, I, Ne 
Rome, ancient, three kinds of marriage, 33. 
Ruru, iv. 5, 6. confidered, 263 & feq. 
RagpBINicaL explanation of ,298--נאף‎ ἢ. 


8 
POUSALS de futuro, &c. what, 25, ἢ. : 
ScorTLanpb, cuftom of with refpect to marriages 
after cohabitation, and children born, 33. 
10 SHAMMAB; 


INDEX TO VOL :i 


SHAMMAH, 82. 

Swepen, more females than males born in the laft cen- 
tury, 107.0 An inftance of ditto at a village in Eng- 
land, ditto, n. 

Samuec no baftard, 111. 

SaLMon in the water, experiment of, 104, .מ‎ 

2 Sam. xiie 8, Dean Delamey’s interpretation refuted, 
117, 118, 119. 

Sixtus V. grants a difpenfation for /odomy, 178, ἢ. 

Separation of man and wife, where neceflary, 
182, n. 

Socrates put to death, why, 2. Has two wives, 244. 

SupERSTITION Of the Fes, in not refifting their ene- 
mies on the Sadbath-day, 189. 

of the Chriffians with regard to the mar- 
riage of priefts, 213, n. | 

5701065 held community of women, 223, n. 

Sincuxar words, have often plural meanings, 232, ne 

SeLpen, on Ruth iv. 6. p. 267. | 

SERMONS, two, on the marriage-a&t, 277. 

SOCINIANISM, 306, 323. | 

Sermon on the Mount, explains and afferts the honour 

and obligation of the 4/0/00 law, 330—6. 

SacraMEnTs, Of baptifm and the Lord’s fupper, pre- 
figured in the Old Teitament, 350—353. 

SALOME repudiates her hufband, 385, n. | 

Seneca, his account of the Roman women, with refpe 
to leaving their hufbands for others, 388, .ת‎ ἢ 

Sxynesius, a Chriffian Bithop, his duplicity, Pref. xix, 


21 


OLEDO, council of, decree about concubinage, 32, 
Tatra, among the Jews, a Pharifaical fect, 
126, nN. 
Teg vue his notes on No/dius, relative to Lev. xviii. 
18, p. 156, ἢ. 157- 
3 Tim. iii, 2. andT1T. 1. 6. explained, 199 & feq. 
Trent, council of, obliged to thofe who defend their 
anathema againt polygamy, 241, n. 
Testament, O/d and New, to be compared together, 
249—~251» See alfo vol. 11, 357 & feq. 


VOLTAIRE‏ טש 


INDEX TO VOL I. 


| UV 
| OLTAIRE mifled by tranflations, .ת,6ז‎ 372, Nn. 


VaTaBLus on Deut. xxiv. 1—4, p. 87. 

Vasut1, Queen, her difobedience—her punifhment 0 
bad precedent, 182, n. 
Venus, temple of, at Corinth, 220, n. 
Vavesians Caftrated themfelves, 304, ἢ. 
VENEREAL difeafe, notin I/rael, 308, and ἢ. 
Union between Curisr and the Church, no argument 
= again polygamy, 252—254. 
שו‎ 


ICKLIFFE, firft reformer in Europe, 3, n. 
᾽ν bones burnt, ib. 

Whore defined, 19, n. 

Wuorepom and fornication, 45. 

——, odious in Gon’s fight, 49. Punifhed with 
death, 50. 

» fuppofed original of, 48. 

Women not ה‎ to approach the altar, or to receive 
the Eucharif? without gloves on, 188, n. ; 

WuittinctTon and his bells, an emblem of people 
who are deceived by the found of words in favour of 
preconceived opinions, 246—7. | 

Wuitsy, Dr. his comment on 1 Cor. vil. 4. ps 241 
His conceffion refpecting polygamy, 243, n. 

WersTein, his explanation of Matt. xix. 9. and Maré 
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A 


DULTERY not a caufe of divorce a Lake matri= 
monii, a Popifh tenet, 3, n. 

Azsrauam and Hagar, no exception to the rule againft 
divorce, 24, 0. 

Avexanper, Dr. Hifory of Women, obferves the pro- 
tection which Deut. xxviil. 29. affords to female chaf- 
tity, 32, Nn 

ATHENZUs, his account of a cuftom relative to old date 
chelors, 62, 

Arracon, Catherine of, her marriage with Henry VIII, 
76. 

ALBIGENSES, 148, and ἢ, 

AMBROSE, a Violent ftickler for celibacy, 119, ἢ, 

Axanus de Rupe, his blafphemy on priefthood, 212, ἢ. 

APOSTOLICAL conftitutions, forgeries, 211, n. 

ABORTION, procurement of, a 1060165 of murder, 319, i 

02058, an unfair ground of argument, 324, 2. Much 
ufed by the 20013: the Reformers, 325, 326, ne. 

Antiquity of a doctrine, no proof of its truth, 350. 


B BEDFORD, 


IND ER ΤΟ ְ i 


Bee Duke of, makes a motion for the repeal 

of the marriage-att, 40, n. Part of his fpeech 
thereon, 63. 

Berrarmine allows of polygamy, 89, n. Contradiéts 
himfelf; ib. 

Beccaria, Marquis of, on conjugal fidelity, 59, ἢ. 
On child-murder, 318, ἢ. 

1 0 אס ד5א‎ 5, his opinion on reftraints upon ות‎ 4111206 5 

BRAZEN SERPENT, broken by Hezekiah, 110, ἢ. 

13 512, clock at, 135, n. 

BriackstTone, his account of the זה‎ invention of mar- 
riage by 27/75, 150. = 8 

3 5א א‎ of marriage, when invented, 156. 

Bourpeaux, a young /ady at, ftoned todeath, 175. 

Bonner, Bifhop, his fpeech on the dignity of priefts, 
206, ἢ. 

Burner’s, Hift. Ref. referred to concerning the vifi- 
tation of monafteries, 118, ἢ. 

BasTarD, the term improperly ufed, 264. 

BELLARMINE Of indulgences, 310. 

BoTTLE-CONJUROR, 352. - 

BarBeyrac, his account of Grotius’s change of opinion 
with refpect to Curist’s altering the law of 100/05 
408 & feq. 

Beccaria, Marquis of, on falfe ideas of utility, 424, ne 

BuacxsmitH and his child, 425, n. | 


6 
RIM. CON. adtions for, 81, n. 
Conco, the Chriftians of, 2002020105, 89, n. 
CLANDESTINE MARRIAGES, provided againit by fe- 
veral fratutes, 54. 
Creirpacy difcouraged by the Heathens, 60, 61. By 
the Fews, 290. | 
Canon againit clandeftine marriages, 64. 
Cusanus, Cardinal, his faying, at the council of Trent, 
on the fubject of expounding Scripture, 77, n. 
CrRrEMONyY, marriage, neceflary, and to be enforced in 
every cafe, 70— 73. 
CHRISTIANITY, confidered as in itfelf, and as abufed, 
100, n. 
Copzryican fyftem, once accounted an herefy, 105. 
Cavey, 
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Cave, Dr. William, an hiftorian of primitive Chrifti- 

5 anity, 119, 131, 132. 3 | 

Coxe’s Sketches of Switzerland, quotations from, 135, 2. 
276, n. 

CuHitp-MuRDER, caufe of, 173, 262, 317, 318) π᾿ 
An horrid inftance of, 348, n. 

Contracts of marriage, of all forts, vacated, 48—52z. 

1 Cor. iv. 3, 4. explained, 167, n. 6 

Conscience, what, 179. The evidence on which it 
fhould determine as a judge, 180—1. 

CaRTHAGINIANS, their method of appeafing their 1 
Saturn, 181—2. 

CapucHin Friar, converfation with, 193, n. 

CoNFARREATION, 8 mode of marriage among the an- 

> tient Romans, what, 200, ἢ. 

CuuRcHMEN, their pride and infolence of early date, 
211, and n. 

Cyprian, St. his high notion of epifcopal dignity, 
212, Ne 

Camrecius, Cardinal, a faying of his on priefts’ mar- 
riage, 228, n. 

CERINTHUS, a pofition of his, 247. 

Casrration, prattifed by Chrifians, 251. 

CHRISTIANS, primitive, their condemnation of mare 
riage, the occafion thereof, 250. 

Ceripacy frequent among us, and why, 275—6. 

CatcuLatTion on our lofs of people, 278--0. 

ConsTANTINE encourages celibacy, 231, n. 

Cuester, Bifhop of, cites his commiffary into the /pi- 
ritual court, 294, N. 

Contrast between the divine and human fyftems, 299. 

CoNCLUSION, 313. 

Ceremony, not of the effence of marriage, 332, n. 

Catixtus, a fentiment of his on the obligation of the 
divine law, 338, n. 

)20011 08188 arifing from the banifhment of-the 
divine law, 343—8. 

CajeTan, Cardinal, afferts St. Paul’s allowance of 
polygamy, 356, n. 

Caruarists, in the 12th century, their doctrine, 762. 

Cuastity of the clergy, in the 3d century, but ill ob- 
ferved, 367, n. 


MPAVID,‏ כ 


INDEX TO 01ץ‎ 


D 
Dass his lamentation for 4b/alom different from 
that on account of his child by the wife of Uriah, 

19. 

6 caufa precontracttis on the man’s fide, unau- 
thorized by Scripture, and illegal under the divine 
law, 21, and ἢ. 22. . 

Bill of, its intention, 4, ἢ. 84, π΄. 

too expenfive for the generality of people, 81. 

Doctors-commons, a fentence of divorce there, on 4 
claufe in the marriage-act, 52, n. 

Drypen, a faying of his, 79. 

Divo, her vow againft 2 fecond marriage, 121, ἢ. 

Deut. xxi. 13, explained, 205, n. | 

married people fuppofed to be moft fubje& ἐδ‏ ,5א סו כ 

their influence, 251, n. 

Mr. his tables of births and burials, 277.‏ ,זג א הפכ 

Drspensation of the Pope to the King of Portugal, to 
marry his own niece, 152, n. 

Desicn, the Author’s, in this Treatife, 390. 

Davip and 20/0/2000, their adultery, 403. Their 
marriage afterwards, 406. 

Deut. xvii. 17, explained, 428. 


E 
CCLESIASTICAL Courts, not of divine original? 
48, n. ‘Their proceedings on marriage-contra 
before the marriage-ad, 55. 
Ecc . iv. 1. מס‎ oppreffon, quoted, 160. 
Eunucus, mentioned Matt. xix. 12, what, 253. 
Epu. vi. 12. explained, 255. 
Errors, which this Treatife unfolds, and propofes a 
remedy for, 386—9. 


עה 
REE-ENQUIRY, a privilege and duty, 107. .‏ 
fecured by the Church of Eng-‏ ' 


land, 143. 
Frmace-ruin, floodgates of, 170. 
Fornication, how committed with a man’s own wife, 
131, 0. 
FuLLer’seearth, of reputation, what, 34. 
-ס6אזעפאטסץע‎ 
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Founpuinc-hofpital, not an adequate remedy againft 
child-murder, 33%. ו‎ / 
France, laws of, with 161266 to fedudtion, 3324. 


G 

OTHS, compelled marriage in cafe of fedudtion, 29. 

G GERMANS, ancient, their cuftom in cafes of adul-. 
tery, 10. 

Gorptan knot, Alexander’s faying about it, 73. 

Gnatuo, an emblem of worldly wifdom, 76, n. 

)2 1150 invents telefcopes, and forced to renounce the 
Copernican {fyftem as herefy, 105, n. | 

IN unto a woman, what, 206, and ἢ,‏ 0א201) 

Guition, Claude, his fad fate, 257, n. | [ 

)205251, in the Old Teftament and New Teftament one 
and the fame, 359. | 


H 

EATHEN women, marriage with them lawful and 

valid, if they were profelytes, 6, ἢ.  Otherwife 

not, 9. | 

ἘΠῸΣ Chick 1001606, his opinion on the validity of 
marriage-contratts, 53. ΓΝ 

Horace quoted on the prefumption of mankind, 54, 

Henry VIII. his marriage with Catherine 01 Arragon, 76. 

Haram, facred among the Mahometans, 91. 

Hupisras, on the influence of money in Church and 
State, 154. ἢ. On /eGaries, 373- 

Horace, quoted on the fubjett of error, 197, .ת‎ On 
a happy marriage, 190. On the increafe of evil, 340. 
On moderation, 378, n. 

Hicxes, Dr. his traéts, in Lord Sommers’s colle€tion, on 
the dignity of Bifhops, 206, n. On prayers for the - 
dead; 207, n. 

Hes. .גא‎ 4, explained, 254, ἢ. Popith glofs, 121. ᾿ 

Hep meet, 80. what, 252, n. 

119075, ancient, what, 286, ἢ. 

Huspawp and wife, no fuch terms in Scripture, 328, 
Ufed by the author, why, 329. 

1106687, Hannah, her melancholy cafe, 348, n. 

Hesrew Scripture, the teft of truth, 357, 

the foundation of the New '1%03-‏ מו 


ment, 358. 
Higrax, an heretic in the 36 century, 361, 
HaNNaAH, 
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H aNNAH, her cafe more particularly confidered, 393—g- 


—— fuppofed, for argument’s fake, the זה‎ wif 
of Elkanah, 399. . 2 


1 
EROME writes againft marriage, 123. Again Fo- 
7 winian, 124. 091066 Vigilantius, 125. 
Jenorapa orders a chef for the temple offerings, 138. 
Jacoz, Mr. his Diétionary quoted on the fubjeét of mar- 
riage, 140. 
InnocenT III. Pope, gets marriage into the hands of 
the pricfs, 148, 1490. . 
IMPEDIMENTS to marriage added or difpenfed with by 
the Council of Trent, 28, ἢ. 75, ἢ. | 
Jesuits expelled out of Toxguiz, 88, n. 
Joun viii. 3, &c. applied to the cenforious reader, 171. 
Jewiss priefthood, dignities of, claimed by the Céri/- 
| tian clergy, 213. | - 
Justices of the peace, marriages performed by them, 
215, Nn. 
peat en Gop’s, over his laws, 233. 
Jerosoam, why he fet up the calves, 230. 
JEALousy, trial.of, under the /aw, 243. 
Instinct, a law-to drutes, 272. 
Jews, numerous, 281, andn. Why, 289. 
—— Letters to Mr. De Voltaire, 284—5. 
married young, 290—1. 
.Invewess partly the ruin of the eas, 293, n. 
Jews more merciful to feduced women than the Chri/- 
tians 76, 777% 


K 


ING, Curist refufes to be made one, 250.‏ קז 
Kinc, Mr. his computation on marriages, 278, n.‏ 


L 


AWS, their permanency, rules to judge of, 26, 27. 
Loume, Mr. De, his opinion of the marriage- 
att, 60. 
1,011: 55%, 149, and .ם‎ 
Lamecu the firlt polygamif? mentioned, 160, ἢ. 
Leo, Emperor, publifhes an edict againft thofe who mar- 
ried thrice, 128, 129. Caughtin his own trap, 129. 
LoMBARD, 
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Lomsarp, Peter, difcovers /even facraments, 147. 

‘Luruer, anathematized by the Papifis, canonized by 
the Protefants, 164, ἢ 

Lyina prophet of Bethel, 209. 

Luruer, abufe of him, for defending the marriage of 
priefis, 229, ἢ 

LEGISLATION, the divine, inherent in Fehovah, 249. 

Le Cuerc on Gen. iv. 19. p. 161, n 

Lausanne, and the country about it, lefs populous 

. than heretofore, 276, n. 

LuzaTier, Simon, his account of the numbers of Feavs, 
281, ἢ. 

Luxury, one caufe of celibacy, 292. 

Letrer, affecting one, in the General Advertifer of 
October 16, 1778, p. 341. 

Luke xiv. 26 and 33. explained, 371. 


M 
ESSIAH, his genealogy confidered, 15 —18. 


MarriAGE, as a civil contra, and, as fuch, the 
objet of human laws, 26, 94, n. What is the effence 
of it as a divine inftitution, 144, ἢ. 

Marriace-actT confidered, 40 & feq. | 
—, its heatheni/m and popery, 41, Ne 
Marriaces, among the ews, with heathen women, 
8, n.andg,n 
Monresquieu gives phyfcal reafons for polygamy in 
fome countries, 85, n. 
MeuMer Errenpt, the Turkifs ambaflador i in France, 
a faying of his, 91, ἢ. 
Minoraur, the Cretaz monfter, 104. 
Monkery, eftablifhed early in the fourth century, 118, 0. 
Marriaces, fecond, condemned, 133, n. 254. 
MarRriaGé-ordinance, as divinely inftituted, 144, n. 
Whether folemnized by ἃ miniffer of the church among 
the primitive Chriftians, 146. 
, no fcripture warrant for it, 199. 
noe , amoney-fcheme, 152, ἢ 
MaskwELt, his faying, 184, n. 
Massacres of Proteftants, 183, and n. 
Mutes, fome divines ftiled fo, 207, n 
Marriack-plan, Popith, the model of ours, 221, ἢ. 
Mark vil. g, &c. applied, 265;—6, 
Mutes never breed, 273 and ἢ. 
Vou. ἢ, G ¢g ME ssIAMy 
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Messiau, every Feqwi/o woman excited ‘to marriage, in 
hopes of bringing him forth, 289. 

Manes, his contempt firft of the Old Teftament and 
then of the New Teftament, 361. 

MarriaGE, always the fame in Gop’s fight, 275. 


Ν 
ORTHAMPTON, Marquis of, his cafe of a:- 


| vorce, 5, Nn. 
NEoczsSaRIENSIAN Council, difapproves of /econd mar- 
riages, 133, ἢ. 


0 


RDERS of minifters in the Chrifian church, 
207, 208. 
———— never had any thing to do with matrimony, 208. 
Oppression, remedilefs, as defcribed Eccl. iv. 1, p.160. 
OriceEn caftrates himfelf, 251. Explains fcripture on 
the principles of the Platonic philofophy, 251, n. 


P | 
ROSTITUTES, none in 1/7000, 32. 


Papian law, 41, n. | 
PoLYGaMIA ¢riumphatrix, quotation from, 88, n. 
Potycywy, its difference from polygamy, go, ne 
1 Per. it. 13. explained, 71, n. 

Prior, onthe human mind, when judging and deter. 
mining for itfelf, and when led on by vulgar opinion, 

| 103s .מ‎ On herefy, as depending on human opinion, 
167, n. 

PosT-LEGITIMATION Of marriage and 2700, a ftrange 
method of, 156. 

PorruGvuEze, their behaviour on the execution of %- 
retics, 141. 

Porery, acurfe and plague, 183, n. 

———— always the fame, 184, n. 

Porycamy, the queftion of its lawfulnefs of the higheft 
importance, 193, ἢ. Not an object of the /evente 
commandment, 242—7. 

Priests, no fuch order in the Chrifian church, 209. 
A title belonging to all real Chriffians, 211. 

Puineas, his zeal commended, and why, 238. 

Po.tycamy, condemnation of, whence it arofe in early 
‘times, 255. Reftrained, 378, 

POPULATIONy 
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PopuLaTion, and comparifon of the Fewi/> law with 
ours, 272. 

Prostitute, 2s defcribed by the Hebrew term קדשה‎ 
what, 286, n. 

Po.ycGamy, confequences of among the Yews, 295. 
Of its banifhment from us, 296, and n. 297. 

PENANCE and commutation, the original of, 307. 

PortucaL, King of, marries his own niece, 152, n. 

PitvaR-faint, 364. 

| Porycamy, where evil, 379, 0. 

Porter, parable of, Fer. xvill. 2—4, applied, 421, ἢ. 

Prior, his Solomon quoted, 429, ἢ. 


Se ee 
ἔν." their marriages, 215, 216. 


R 
Tp EYNOLDS, 4rchdeacon, his account of the origin 
of marriage-ceremonies, 147. 
Ray, M/s, her fad cataftrophe, 224, ἢ. 
REDUPLICATION Of expreffion denotes the certainty of 
the thing fpoken of, 168. 
Rina, in marriage, derived from the heathen, 222, ἢ. 
Reason of law, a rule and meafure of its continu- 
ance, 260. 
MASS 
HYLOCK, his exclamation, 29. 
55846110, laws of, abominable, 4 
SUPERSTITION, 96. Defined, 105. Its genealogy, 104. 
Caveat againft it by the church of England, 143. 
Sorer, fifteenth Bifhop of Rome, throws marriage inte 
the hands of prie/s, 151. 
STy Le, alteration of, in the year 1751, the occafion of 
a curious piece of /uper/fition, 136. 
SERMONS, two, on the marriage-a@, examined, 199, 
SAMARIA, woman of, Curist’s difcourfe with her, 
about her having xo 2/2070, explained, 203, ἢ. 
Socinus, his dottrine, 247. 
Sotomon no 20/2006, though born under a polygamous 
marriage, 245, 402. 
SEVERIANS, their opinion about marriage, 283. 
SuicipeE, female, 320. ‘Terrible inftances of, 348, n. 
SWITZERLAND, law of, refpecting feduction, 335. 
Seneca, on the increafe of wickednefs, 340. 
ScoTcH-women, infanticides, and why, 347. 
Satan, his plan to deftroy the human {pecies, 368. 
9 ASE RE rics 


IN .כ‎ TOs שי 1 סט‎ 
| ie 


/ RENT, Council of, condemn clandeftine mare 
riages, 41, ἢ. 


| ee 


, its decree on the fubjeét of 
impdiments,75,n. Other decrees, 354, ἢ. 

Toneguin, King of, banifhes the Fe/uits for preaching 
againtt polygamy, 88, n. 

TerTULLiAN, מס‎ clandeftine marriages, 155, Ὦ» 

TAMAR תג‎ Amnon, 174. 

Trinity, the names of, ufed in the Romifh ritual of 

» murriage, to make the people believe a he, 219, 220, ἢ, 

TRANSUB:TANTIATION Of evil into good, 174, ἢ. 

Taumup, a faying of, refpecting the marriage of daugh- 


ters, 290. 
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BME OLTAIRE, on the ignorance of Popi/h priefs, 107,n. 
VirGIL’s account of the Harpies applicable to Po- 
pery, 183, n. 
Uzzian, King, his ufurpation of the prief#ly office pu- 
nifhed, 218. . 
VHEMIC court, its feverity, 257, n. 
VENEREAL difeafe, when fuppofed to have appeared in 
Europe, 302, ne — 
| Ww 
V OMEN lefs valued than 06805, 58. 
—-—, their 26/7/00 weaker than thofe of men, 195. 
WuHorEDOM, Where a man may commit it with his own 
- wife, according to the opinion of fome of the fathers, 
ו‎ 
We arta: means of their corruption, 196. 
————, fome owe their ruin to themfelves, 31. 
Wuore, the term improperly ufed, 263. 
—-—-—, definition of, 264. | 
Wor .pb, the, loves it’s own ways, &c. 270. 
Women not permitted polygamy, and why, 323, 324+ 
Wicxtirre’s bones burnt, 383. 
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